A THIRD OF 
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Nationalist Co 


Is the unity of the Kingdom in 
danger? 


It must always be understood that an over- 
riding objective of the enemies of Britain who 
are deeply ensconsed in our political system is 
to break our country into little pieces. Having 
already achieved this object with the British 
Empire, they are now busily engaged in 
pursuing it with the UK itself. They have 
made much progress in weakening the ties 


that bind Northern Ireland to us. And of- 


course they will not be satisfied until they 
have achieved the same purpose with 
Scotland and Wales. Indeed it might be 
argued that even England is on the way to 
being ‘two countries”, north and south. 
After the Tories’ disastrous performance in 
Scotland in the recent general election and the 
return of an enlarged Scottish Labour deleg- 
ation to parliament as a result, we are now 
hearing demands from this delegation for a 
Scottish Assembly. The argument is that 
parties (including Labour) which favour such 
an assembly achieved many more votes north 
of the border than did the Tories, who do not. 
However, to deduce from this fact that the 
mass of people in Scotland who voted against 
Thatcher in the election did so because of 
their desire for a Scottish Assembly would be 
nonsense. Scots voted against the Tories 
mainly because of their appalling record in 


the field of employment, in particular in 


Scotland but also everywhere else outside the 
South — a majority in the North of England 
did the same t^ing. 

When the matter of a Scottish Assembly 
was put to a referendum some years ago, the 
majority voted against it — and this was at a 
time when the Scottish Nationalists were 
enjoying much more electoral support than 
now. There is no reason whatever to believe 


that the assembly issue is a big one in the 


minds of many Scottish voters. 

This has not prevented Scottish Labour 
MPs exploiting the issue, quite cynically, as a 
device to embarrass the present Government. 
The fact is that such an assembly, if it existed, 
would be a Labour-controlled one, and that is 
why they want it. If Scotland had a Tory 
majority, they would soon forget the idea. 

If given their assembly, Scotland’s Labour 
majority would do everything possible to 
create a situation of conflict between the local 
authority in Edinburgh and the government in 
London. This would not be done with 
Scotland’s interest in mind but solely in 
pursuit of the squalid game of party political 
warfare. We must hope that Scots will see 
through this game in the years ahead and 
realise that Labour is simply using them for its 
own ends. 


At the same time the Tories in government . 


are at least equally to blame for this unhappy 
Situation. By their disastrous economic 
policies, which unfairly favour the South of 
England against other regions, they are 
steadily dividing this country in just the way 
its enemies want to see it divided. 

Two policies are necessary to remedy this 
dangerous situation of national division. Tne 
first is simply a determination that the United 
Kingdom will remain a United Kingdom, and 
that no measure will be taken, in pursuit of 
short-sighted political expedients, to 
endanger that unity. The second is that all 
regions of the United Kingdom must share 
equally in whatever national prosperity is 
attainable and that job opportunities will be 
equal everywhere. 

To achieve this second aim, ‘free market’ 
economics must be abandoned — as must 
also the economics of internationalism. 
Where there is a national market for the 
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products of old industries in our deprived 
areas, such as in shipbuilding, steel, heavy 
engineering, coal and fish, that market should 
be protected from foreign competition and 
those old industries revived by the action of 
government to produce for it. Where such 
industries are genuinely obsolete, they should 
be replaced by new ones — again by the 
initiative, where necessary, of government — 
and those new industries similarly protected 
from foreign competition. 

If it be argued that this may mean fostering 
industries that will, at least in the first place, 
be less competitive than their counterparts 
abroad, we would reply that this is a price 
worth paying to avoid the vast cost of keeping 
3 million or so on the dole — a cost measured, 
not only in financial terms, but also in terms 
of mass demoralisation and, not least, 
national division. Once such industries have 
been firmly got off the ground, and are 
engaged in regular production for an enclosed 
British market, then the steps appropriate to 
make them more competitive, where 
necessary, can gradually be introduced in an 
atmosphere of much better labour relations 
and with the assistance of economies of scale 
which a protected home market will make 
possible. Where manning levels have to be 
introduced to allow for greater mechanisation 
of production, the workers made redundant 
can easily be re-absorbed by other industries 
requiring an expanding labour force and 
located in the same areas, these latter 
industries catering also for a protected home 
market. 

Why doesn’t the present government adopt 
such policies, bearing in mind that they would 
bring it greatly improved electoral support in 
the very areas where it is now lacking 
support? Simply because that government has 
now become the complete lackey of internat- 
ional finance, which stands to lose by a policy 
of national industrial self-sufficiency. 
International finance wants to maximise 
international trade, far beyond the natural 
requirements of nations in terms of their 
productive capacities and shortcomings. It 
wants the greatest possible international trade 
because that provides the greatest possible 
demand for international monetary loans — 


‘ the business on which international finance 


thrives and by which it sucks nations dry. 


Government gives green light 


to Murdoch 


Rupert Murdoch, by buying up Today 
newspaper, now controls a third of the 
‘national’ press in Britain. Owning The Sun 
and The Times, as well as his latest acquisit- 
ion, he has 32.2 per-cent. of all daily 
newspaper circulation, while his Sunday 
papers, The Sunday Times and The News of the 
World, give him 35.2 per-cent of the Sunday 
market. 

Add to this Murdoch’s vast worldwide 
empire of American and Australian news- 
papers, as well as his TV and radio interests, 
and you have mass media power in the hands 
of one man that is truly frightening. What 
then are Murdoch’s credentials for possessing 
this power? 

He was born in Australia of a Scottish 
father and Jewish mother. He is now a 
naturalised United States citizen; countries 
are, to him, just places of convenience and his 
loyalties are quintessentially international. 


How has he raised the enormous sums of 
money to buy his way into these interests? 
Very little of the money is actually his own. 
His two principal backers are the ‘South 
African’ billionaire Harry Oppenheimer, who 
finds no inconsistency in being a mega- 
Capitalist and standing on the left of politics, 
and ‘Canadian’ booze magnate Edgar 
Bronfman. In winning his way into favour 
with high financiers like. these, Murdoch 
carried the strong endorsement of the Roth- 
schilds and of Mr. Armand Hammer. It 
should not be necessary to spell out to our 
readers what it is that Messrs. Oppenheimer, 
Bronfman, Hammer and the Rothschild 
family have in common. Oppenheimer of 
course controls most of the English-language 
newspapers in South Africa and is the 
principal backer of the forces in that country 
dedicated to bringing down white 
government. Bronfman is probably the 
biggest sponsor of Zionism on the other side 
of the Atlantic. As for Murdoch himself, he is 
a self-confessed marxist. 

One member of a media monitoring group 
in San Antonio, Texas, where Murdoch owns 
a large part of the local press, has said of his 
style of journalism:- 

"*His papers level everything down to the lowest 
common denominator of obscenity and medioc- 
rity. It is vile and vulgar and lying. Murdoch has 
no respect for decency. He appeals to the basest 
instincts. 

It was against this background that the 
Thatcher Government was called upon at the 
end of June to decide whether to allow 
Murdoch’s bid for Today newspaper to ahead 
or refer the matter to the Monopolies 
Commission. As is now known, it decided to 
allow Murdoch to take over the paper. 

This Tory Government apparently sees no 
reason why Rupert should not be a fit person 
to control a third of the press in this country. 
Rupert, for his part, did not see any reason 
why his marxist opinions should deter him 
from backing the Tories in the recent general 
election. 

Apparently the government minister 
mainly responsible for approving the 
Murdoch take-over of Today was Lord 
Young, another gentleman who shares 
something in common with the Rothschilds, 
Messrs. Oppenheimer, Bronfman and 
Hammer and Mama Murdoch. 

So, with the election now over, it is 
business as usual. 


The British sickness 


Another Wimbledon has come and gone, 
and the performance of Britain’s home-grown 
players has been, as usual, thoroughly 
pathetic, all being knocked out easily in the 
earlier rounds. 

As in previous years, there is the customary 
inquest in which criticism is made of the poor 
organisation and facilities backing up young 
aspirant tennis-players in this country: 
inadequate talent-spotting, coaching and 
training, not enough courts (particularly 
indoor ones for practising in winter), and so 
on. These things are compared enviously with 
the tennis systems of Germany, Sweden, 
Czechoslovakia and the US. Very belatedly, 
some efforts are now being made to remedy 
these shortcomings, so that it is just possible 
that Britain may produce a Wimbledon 
champion in the later part of the 1990s — 


though we will believe it when we see it! 

But the question must be asked: why has it 
taken all this time to act? British ineptitude in 
world championship tennis is nothing new; 
since the end of World War II we have 
produced 2 women’s champions and noi one 
single men’s champion. Indeed, our male 
players, ever since the end of the Fred Perry 
era in the 1930s, been a regular stending joke. 
Why is it that not until now has there been any 
serious effort to bring British tensis into the 
second half of the 20th century? 

The same question could be asked about so 
many of our national institutions. Long after 
the need for action to remedy a weakness has 
become apparent, the action still is not taken. 
A kind of national paralysis stifles every 
vigorous effort to change things for the better. 

For many decades a ‘laid-back’ attitude 
seems to have characterised everything we do 
in Britain, in the field of sport just as in 
everything else. The changing of old ways is 
never quick enough nor ample enough to have 
the effect needed. Always, our international 
rivals are way out in front of us in taking the 
steps required to improve performance. 

At the back of it all is a basic lack of the will 
to win. Winning is nice — certainly prefer- 
able to losing — but it is not worth any mighty 
national effort of organisation and application 
to the task. That has been the spirt of the 
modern Britain which we no longer have the 
right to call ‘Great’. 

Before our fortunes in world tennis change, 
and for that matter before our performance in 
anything really improves, there must be a 
fundamental change of attitude, and this must 
begin at the top. National leadership must be 
infused with the desire to excel, to produce 
the best, to breed victors rather than losers in 
the tough arena of world affairs. 

And then national organisation and prior- 
ities must be properly tuned to serve this 
purpose. A revolution in our national life? 
Yes, and the sooner the better! 


‘Art’ for profit 

It is in complete accordance with the spirit 
of Toryism that everything should be 
commercialised and made to run for the 
purpose of profit. 

It is therefore no cause for surprise that 
government Arts Minister Richard Luce has 
recently told arts organisations in Britain that 
they must raise more of their own money and 
‘‘adapt to the political and economic climate, 
attract more private investment and respond 
to market forces.”” 

Nothing is more guaranteed to cheapen and 
trivialise all artistic production in this country 
than such a policy. Even more art than at 
present will be reduced to the level of 
‘popular entertainment’, and will be designed 
to produce a ‘fast buck’. We know of course 
exactly who will be the people most likely to 
thrive in this atmosphere, and no doubt it is 
largely to please these people that the policy 
has been adopted. 

Great art has never prospered in an 
environment where it is subjected to the 
“*“market forces’’ of which Mr. Luce speaks 
and which of course are Tory religion. It has 
required sponsorship for the creation of such 
art, and usually by the state. Interestingly 
enough, art of all kinds has reached its highest 
expression much more under absolute rulers 
than in ‘democracies’. 


None of this is to suggest that there is 
nothing wrong with Britain’s state-sponsored 
art world as it is; that world is riddled with 
lefties and charlatans who are paid by the 
taxpayer to produce pure garbage, usually as 
some kind of obscure expression of their own 
warped political outlook. 

But the correct policy for the government is 
to get rid of these confidence-tricksters by- 
throwing them out of the nationally-subsid- 
ised art institutions and putting people of a 
different outlook in their place — people who 
will produce real art, real music, real drama 
and a genuirely national cultural environ- 
ment. The state must remain the chief patron 
of artistic life and must pursue a cultural 
policy in which financial considerations do 
not count. But it must be a different state, 
with different ideals and different goals. 

By turning yet more ‘art’ over the 
profiteers, this government will simply make 
Britain more philistine than it already is — if 
that is possible. 


The other side of the story 


The actions of the five London policemen 
who pounced upon and beat up a group of 
youths in a street four years ago cannot be 
condoned, and some punishment for this 
offence was inevitable. 

Nevertheless, in all the newspaper sermons 
of condemnation of these officers that 
followed their convictions at the Old Bailey 
and their subsequent imprisonment, it is 
Strange that there was no acknowledgement 
that there might have been some circum- 
stances which at least mitigated their deeds. 

The police officers had, just shortly before, 
been the targets of one of those viciously 
hostile demonstrations against the police that 
are frequently seen in the Inner London area 
involving unruly mobs of largely black 
youths. On these occasions the patience of the 
nalice is stretched to the absolute limit, and 
quite often well beyond normal human limits. 
In the incident that led to this trial and 
convictions, the men were travelling in a 
police van down a street near to the scene of 
the demonstration when they came across the 
youths concerned. The latter, like those at the 
demonstration, made highly provocative 
gestures and used equally provocative 
language at them. They might have been 
forgiven for believing that the youths were 
among those in the demo that had just ended 
— and indeed they may have been, notwith- 
standing their protestations to the contrary. 

Their patience exhausted, the police 
officers piled into the youths and gave them 
the lesson they felt they needed. 

As has been indicated, we cannot argue 
that some disciplinary punishment of the 
officers was not called for. At the same time 
we have to say that these men were just 5 
more victims of the intolerable conditions that 
the politicians have created for the police in 
Britain’s inner city areas. Just how many of 
these politicians, if forced to stand vigil and 
deal, time and time again, as policemen do, 
with the problems of their own creation, 
would not also find a limit to their powers of 
patience and tolerance? We ask this question, 
because it is one that demands a clear answer. 

In these circumstances, we cannot join in 
the cry of satisfaction at the sentences the 5 
policemen have received. 
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SPYCATCHERS AIM WIDE OF 


THE TARGET 


Britain’s security services are virtually useless to the 
nation unless they know how to identify its true enemies, 
says JOHN TYNDALL 


THE BOOK ‘Spycatcher’, which the 
government has taken so much trouble to 
prevent being sold in this country, is now 
out and selling like hot cakes in the United 
States. Probably many thousands of copies 
will find their way over here by mail order, 
and the juicier bits are anyway being made 


available to the British public by means of . 


the newspapers. One of these, The Sunday 
Times, has started to serialise the story and 
we were treated to the first instalment on 
July 12th. | 

If this instalment is anything to go by, we 
are not being told very much that we did not 
already know. A group of MIS agents, 
alarmed at what they believed to be the Soviet 
affiliations of Premier Wilson, returned to 
office in 1974, launched a series of operations 
intended to produce evidence to discredit 
Wilson and make his tenure of the prime 
ministership impossible. That they probably 
succeeded is indicated by the fact that Wilson 
mysteriously resigned in 1976 and handed 
over to his deputy Jim Callaghan. The story as 
related by former MI5 man Peter Wright is 
entertaining in its narrative of some of the 
details of these operations, but it all seems to 
me that in the rumpus about this book, and the 
facts related in it about the methods used by 
our security operatives, the most essential 
point of all has been relegated to the back- 
ground. 

This is that the overall policy governing 
Britain’s security services is founded on an 
entirely wrong conception of what constitute 
national security, dangers to national security 
— and indeed the basics*of national interest. 


‘VILLAGE IDIOT’ THEORY 


That policy assumes what I might best refer 
to as the ‘village idiot’ theory as to the present 
division of the world: that the world is divided 
into two main blocs, the Soviet-led ‘eastern’ 
bloc and the American-led ‘western’ bloc; 
that these two blocs are in fundamental 
conflict because one stands for ‘communism’ 
and the other stands for ‘freedom’; that the 
leaders of the communist bloc seek to impose 
their system on the western nations so as to 
create a ‘communist world’, and in pursuit of 
this aim are willing to use military force or 
political subversion depending on what is 
tactically best in any given situation; that the 
threat of a Soviet take-over by military force 
is combatted only by the NATO defence 
system and the American military presence in 
Europe; that the nations of the West, 
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PETER WRIGHT 
Chased the small fish while the whoppers 
remained untouched 


whatever their occasional differences, are 
basically ‘allies’ and that the national 
interests of all of them are essentially bound 
up with the maintenance of the presently 
existing western security system under 
American leadership; that without that 
system, geared as it is to resist Soviet penet- 
ration whether by armed force or other 
means, the western nations would be 
conquered by, and for, communism. 

It is obvious that this theory of the world 
situation is the one that governs the policy 
followed by our security services. To those 
manning these services, ‘treason’ consists of 
working for the Soviet Union and its allies, 
no-one else; any other form of treason is 
inconceivable. ‘Espionage’ is Soviet 
espionage. ‘Counter-espionage’ is activity 
directed against spies working for the 
Soviets. Threats to national security are 
Soviet threats, or at least threats emanating 
ultimately from Soviet sources, albeit some- 
times using Soviet satellites. As for national 
security itself, this is seen as synonymous 
with western and American security. 

There is only one trouble with all this 
reasoning: it is based on an entirely false 
projection of the real division of the world of 
today. It is as if a computer had in the first 
place been incorrectly programmed: in that 


case it would feed back information which - 


made perfect sense to those assuming that the 
programming had been right, but that inform- 
ation would nevertheless produce disastrous 
consequences in the end because of the 
basically faulty data upon which the 


programming had been carried out in the first 
place. 


THE REAL PICTURE 


For this picture of the east/west division of 
the world, a division in which communism 
conflicts with capitalism, and ‘totalitarian- 
ism’ with ‘democracy’, is a completely false 
picture. It has no place in reality. 

In the first place there is no reality in the 
idea that international conflicts are ones of 
‘ideology’, of ‘philosophy’, of ‘principle’; 
the only real international conflicts are those 
of power. 

One nation does not contemplate war with 
another nation, or subverting another nation 
politically, for the purpose of bestowing the 
benefits of its ‘ideology’ upon its would-be 
victim; it contemplates these things only from 
considerations of power, of achieving a shift 
in the balance of power in its favour and 
against the favour of its adversary. 

Secondly, the real powers behind 
‘communism’ and ‘capitalism’, Soviet 
‘totalitarianism’ and western ‘democracy’, © 
are today one and the same. Abundant 
evidence of this has been supplied in many 
articles in this journal. These powers — in 
case any of our readers should need remind- 
ing — are the powers that dominate world 
finance, and which work for a nationless, 
raceless, one-world state. 

And the real conflict in the world is the 
cenflict between these: forces pursuing the 
aim of a one-world state and the forces of 
nationhood which stand in opposition to that 
one-world state. 

The fact that America and the Soviet Union 
have political, social and economic systems 
— and, on the surface, ‘ideological’ systems 
— that are different in character does not alter 
this reality; on the contrary, such differences 
help in all sorts of ways to enhance the aims of 
those who manipulate both towards the one- 
world objective. In the first place, it diverts 
attention from the real conflict at issue and 
onto bogus conflicts. In the second place, it 
creates an atmosphere of artificially-engen- 
dered world ‘tension’ which acts as a stimulus 
to the nations to herd themselves into inter- 
national blocs for mutual defence against 
each other. The Soviet ‘threat’ is a stimulus to 
western internationalism, while the western 
‘threat’ is likewise a stimulus to ‘socialist’ 
internationalism. Each ‘threat’ acts as a foil to 
the other. 

Does this mean that America is our enemy 
just as the Soviet Union is our enemy? The 
American people, certainly not — indeed 


Contd. on next page 


they are being marked down for destruction as 
a nation just as we are. But those who control 
power in America are indeed enemies of the 
true interests of this country and have been 
ever since the time of President Franklin D. 
Roosevelt. 

For everywhere in the world where Britain 
has surrendered her position — in the middle 
East, in Africa, in Australasia — and every- 
where else where Britain has embarked upon 
policies disastrous to her own interests, such 
as in her entry into the European Common 
Market, the hand of America’s ruling estab- 
lishment (in effect, the international moneyed 
establishment) can be seen. 


THE SOVIET SPY NETWORK 
IN PERSPECTIVE 


None of this is to suggest that there is not a 
Soviet spy network operating against this 
country, or that our security services should 
not be organised to oppose it. There is, and 
they should. 

But that Soviet spy network in fact constit- 
utes only a part, and by no means the most 
dangerous part, of the web of treason that 
spans this country. 

For every Burgess, every MacLean and 
every Blunt who infiltrates our security 
services and from that position obtains secrets 
that are passed on to the Soviet Union there 
are at least a thousand public servants who 
are in effect performing much bigger acts of 
treason under conditions of perfect legality. I 
refer to those public servants who are aiding 
and abetting "the process by which British 
national interests at home and abroad are 
being damaged every day by disastrous acts 
of state policy and by which Britain’s national 
freedom and sovereignty are being eroded in 
favour of internationalist institutions — in the 
drive to incorporate this country into an inter- 
national political and economic order ruled by 
a world government. 


For a start, those public servants who have 


arranged for Britain’s entry into the European 
Common Market, and who are today working 
night and day to enmesh us ever more deeply 
into the clutches of that organisation, are, 
whether they are aware of it or not, aiding and 
abetting a gigantic act of treason. 

_ Likewise, those who seek to bring British 
policy increasingly within the orbit of the 
United Nations Organisation are aiding and 
abetting a gigantic act of treason. 

Equally aiding and abetting treason are 
those who have assisted the process whereby 
the British economy has been “international- 
ised’, with massive imports of manufactured 
goods replacing British-made goods and large 
Slices of British industry sold out to foreign 
Owners. _ 

Treason is being committed every day by 
the army of operatives who man the burgeon- 
ing ‘race relations’ industry, which promotes 
the destruction of the British race by racial 
integration, as well as the politicians who 
promote the darkening of our land by non- 
European immigrants. ; 

` And treason is being committed every day 


by those who produce and stage the TV 
programmes which undermine _ British 
patriotism and nationhood and promote ‘one- 
world’ ideals. 

And in all probablity only a tiny portion of 
these thousands of people even have the 
slightest idea that they are acting treasonably 
— because most of them have had their brains 
so scrambled by one-world propaganda that 
they have lost any understanding of what 
treason is. 


THE MEANING OF TREASON 


So what is the actual meaning of treason? 

A pre-war edition of Chambers’ Twentieth 
Century Dictionary defines treason as 
““betraying of the government or an attempt to 
overthrow it; treachery; disloyalty.”” The 
same dictionary goes on to describe as 
‘treason felony’ — ‘‘the crime of desiring to 
depose the sovereign, intimidate parliament, 
stir up a foreign invasion, etc.”” 

It could be that the academic who wrote 
this definition did not thoroughly think 
through the full implications of what he said, 
because it is undoubtedly possible that a 
conflict could, in certain circumstances, exist 
between being loyal to parliament and the 
government and opposing a foreign invasion. 
No doubt the gentleman in question could not 
conceive a situation in which parliament and 
the government would act so as to **stir up a 
foreign invasion’’ — thus necessitating that 
those who wished to oppose such an invasion 
would have to oppose parliament and govern- 
ment — in the last analysis by all means 
necessary, even overthrow. 

We might obtain some guidance from the 
words ‘‘the crime of desiring to depose the 
sovereign.” Here the word ‘sovereign’ is 
unquestionably the key one. It means that 
individual in whose person resides 
sovereignty. Therefore the crime would 
not so much in the act of deposing the individ- 
ual ruler, but in violating the sovereignty 
personified by that ruler. Again, these words 
of definition were undoubtedly written at a 
time when a conflict between the principle of 
sovereignty and the person in whom sover- 
eignty resided was unthinkable. It must 
certainly have been in the mind of the writer 
that an act against sovereignty (meaning, as it 
must do, national sovereignty) would be 
tantamount to treason — and so it certainly is. 

We must not forget that it is the task of 
those who compile dictionaries to make their 
definitions of words in accordance with what 
are the universally understood meanings of 
those words, and I have never yet heard any 
definition of treason that did not include the 
act of supporting a foreign invasion of one’s 
country and that of transferring sovereignty 
over one’s country to a power outside the 
country. However much we may argue about 
the treasonableness or untreasonableness of 
actions against the currently prevailing parlia- 


‘ment or government, we will surely not argue 


that an act against the nation itself is not 
treasonable. 
In normal times it is assumed that govern- 


ment and nation represent one single entity 


and that government serves the national 
interest, albeit that it might sometimes err in 
its calculation of where that interest lies. In 
certain abnormal times, however, this unity 
of interest and purpose between government 
and nation cannot be assumed but can be 
compromised by the fact that forces prevail 
within government which recognise a loyalty 
other than national loyalty. In that case, the 
code of loyalty ruling the actions of a public 
servant ceases to be a simple one. What is and 
what is not ‘loyalty’ can no longer be defined 
in terms of loyalty to the existing government 
and state; the question requires a decision as 
to which comes first: loyalty to ge. ernment 
and state? Or loyalty to nation aud people? 
Anyone who properly understands what 
treason is will, in such a situation, always put 
the second before the first. 

It seems that a number of officers in our 
security services in the 1970s did actually 
come face-to-face with this question when 
finding themselves required to serve the 
Wilson Government, and no doubt the 
question became the topic of much heart- 
searching and discussion on their part prior to 
the actions they took against Wilson. 

Their basic reasoning in response to this 
question was undoubtedly right, i.e. that 
national loyalty came before loyalty to the 
government and that, where the two became 
incompatible, it was their duty to oppose the 
government. 

But having been right in this choice they 
were thenceforth wrong in their appraisal of 
what national loyalty and duty required of 
them. Had they had a proper understanding of 
the true forces at work in the contemporary 
world, they would immediately have. recog- 
nised that the threat to the national interest 
posed by the likes of Wilson and his leftish 
colleagues in the government of the day was 
no greater, and possibly even less, than that 
posed by the sort of people on hand to form an 
alternative government — be they Labour 
‘moderates’ of the kind represented by 
Callaghan, or Conservatives, whether of the 
Heath or Thatcher variety. : 

For all such political factions share in 
common their commitment to internationalist 
ideals and goals, and have used their power in 
British politics to promote these very same 
internationalist goals — Tories no less than 
Labourites, and ‘moderate’ Labourites no 
less than far-left Labourites. 

And the scale of their treason in this 
endeavour, whether it be intentional or not, is 
such as to render the turning of a few state 
secrets over to the Soviet Union no more than 
a minor misdemeanour by comparison. 


‘SURVEILLANCE’ NONSENSE 


Peter Wright in his memoirs relates the 
activities of the Post Office Special Invest- 
igations Unit, where mail was regularly 
opened and telephones tapped. Although 
nothing is said specifically as to which 
persons and organisations were subjected to 
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SPYCATCHERS AIM WIDE OF 


THE TARGET 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


this procedure, it is a well known fact, 
admitted by security officers themselves, that 
the procedure covers those classified as 
belonging to both the ‘extreme left’ and 
“extreme right’ of politics. I know very well 
that, as someone placed within the latter 
classification, I have had both my mail 
opened and my telephone tapped regularly 
over the years, as have many of my political 
associates. Yet what conceivable ‘threat’ to 
national security can we represent? We, of all 
political groups, are the ones most committed 
to the maintenance of national security. Our 
. OWN conception of what is national security, 
and of what forces constitute a menace to it, is 
much wider than those to be found elsewhere 
in the political spectrum. The measures that 
we would take to protect national security are, 
in consequence of this, much more thorough 
and go much further than others would accept 
+- too thorough and too far, no doubt, in the 
view of those others. Yet by some strange 
juggling with words and their meanings we, 
of all people, are put on the list of those 
subjected to ‘surveillance’ by national 
security forces while others, who are working 
with absolute commitment and dedication 
to assist a foreign invasion of this country and 
to transfer to the hands of foreigners 
sovereignty over this country’s affairs, are 
not subjected to any such surveillance. 
Clearly, those who run this country have got 
things wrong somewhere! 

The ‘security’ that must, in these people’s 
eyes, be protected by all necessary means is 
not the security of the nation itself but that of 
the ruling political establishment and the 
policies to which it is committed, even where 
those policies are a positive menace to the 
national interest indeed to national 
survival! 


WHERE DOES THE MADNESS 
START? 


It is well known that the universities, and 
particularly Cambridge, have in our century 
become natural breeding grounds for reptiles 
of the type represented by Anthony Blunt and 
his ilk, and much discussion has taken place 
as to what influences are at work in these 
establishments to produce such specimens. 

That these institutions of higher education 
have, like so many others, been subverted by 
marxists hardly needs stating; it is so 
obviously a fact. 

But that alone does not suffice to explain 
the degree to which the subversion has been 
successful. Some other factors must help to 
account for this phenomenon, and I suggest 
one important one which we ought to 
consider. | 

It is that, while all the time there is an 
ongoing assault on young people’s loyalties, 
there is at the same time nothing taught that 
gives them anything but the fuzziest idea of 
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what it is they should be loyal to. 

In our system of education, ‘patriotism’ 
simply is not defined except in the woolliest 
of terms. Ask 20 different university 
graduates what patriotism represents to them 
and the probability is that they will give you 
20 different answers. 

One will say that it is loyalty to the instit- 
ution of monarchy, another to that of parlia- 
ment, another to the system of law and justice 
rooted in Britain, yet another to the values of 
‘democracy’. Others will take refuge in 
meaningless abstractions such as ‘freedom’. 
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are the Soviets? 

If we are so confused, ambiguous and 
inconsistent in the matter who are our 
enemies and who our friends, what justificat- 
ion can there be for moral outrage against 
those who treat our enemies as if they were 
our friends? 


WHAT IS PATRIOTISM? 


To restore some sense to these matters, we 
must first of all arrive at some firm and 
unambiguous definition of what is patriotism. 

Patriotism means, before anything, loyalty 


Was the pal of Moscow a worse menace to the nation than the lackey of Brussels? 


And no doubt others will parrot the cry that 
patriotism is an instrument for the exploit- 
ation of the ‘working class’ of which they 
know nothing. At the ultimate level of 
banality, so beloved of many British, 
patriotism is the White Cliffs of Dover, roast 
beef, country pubs, fish and chips and 
cricket. 

With such lack of concrete definitions as to 
what constitutes patriotism, can it be any 
matter for surprise that patriotism does not 
occupy the place it should occupy at the head 
of civic virtues — and that therefore there 
should be so many willing to commit 
themselves to causes that are the absolute 
negation of patriotism? 

Peregrine Worsthorne, editor of The 
Sunday Telegraph, hinted at the truth recently 
when he said that Britain today was a country 
to which he would not find it difficult to 
commit an act of treason, going on to cite 
Britain’s contemporary multi-racial populace 
which gave the native [citizen no true feeling 
of ‘belonging’, and present British policy 
towards South Africa, which amounted to 
treating as an enemy a country that was not an 
enemy. 

Indeed, how are we to look upon the 
actions of those who work to assist Soviet 
Russia when the government of the day (and 
of the past decade or two) conducts its policy 
towards South Africa as if that country was a 
much greater threat to the British interest than 


to the nation, meaning the nation as an 
ethnic group — not the nation as a collection 
of individuals living in the same piece of 
territory or holding the same passports, not as 
a collection of individuals who happen to vote 
for candidates for the same parliament — but 
the ethnic group, the tribe, the race. 

This does not mean that we have to hate 
other ethnic groups, tribes or races, but only 
that we place the good of our own before the 
good of all others — that in the event of a 
conflict we side with our own instead of with 
others. 

Even the land of Britain, which certainly 
should be an object of our devotion and love, 
cannot be the object upon which our 
patriotism is concentrated except in so far as it 
is seen as the homeland of our race, and 
made the desirable place: it is by the hand of 
our race. 

And the same racial patriotism should 
extend to those of our own ethnic group who 
live at the opposite ends of the earth — in so 
far as their countries too are homelands of the 
same race, made into what they are likewise 
by the hand of our race. 

Patriotism is not loyalty to a political 
system, to a government, to institutions, to 
ideologies. For, if we make it so, there will 
only be too many ready to be disloyal to those 
political systems, governments, institutions 
and ideologies once they show that they are 
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corrupt and false. 

There will of course be those who will 
repudiate this concept of patriotism based on 
racial identity. Indeed in high places it will be 
entirely repudiated. And I will acknowledge 
that it is entirely out of step with the spirit of 
these times. i 

But I submit that it is the only concept 
which, in the end, can lead to any meaningful 
understanding of what is meant by ‘loyalty’ 
and to a common acceptance of the need for 
such loyalty. 


RECOGNISING TREASON 


And unless we have a firm criterionof what 
is ‘loyalty’ we will not know what is 
‘treason’. Worse still, we will not be able to 


recognise treason when we see it. We will not 
be able to establish any logical order of 
priorities between the different levels and 
dimensions of treason, and therefore to 
combat treason at the highest level and in the 
greatest dimension with all the forces and 
resources that the state can command. We 
will employ public servants and all the 
boundless paraphernalia of modern 
technology chasing after miniature traitors 
while the really big traitors not only escape 
surveillance but occupy the commanding 
heights of government! 

I do not even argue here in this article 
whether the one-world ideal is right or wrong, 
or whether national sovereignty and racial 
identity are desirable things — although 
regular readers will know well my views on 
these matters. 


My point is simply to establish that, in a 
world in which the nation and the race are 
seen as disappearing entities, to be done away 
with as soon as possible, treason has no 
meaning at all because loyalty has no 
meaning at all. The whole process of setting 
up security agencies to deal with espionage 
and other activities detrimental to the security 
of the realm becomes just a farce, an exercise 
in the idiotic. 

The conclusion that we must therefore 
reach concerning the revelations of Mr. Peter 
Wright, interesting though they are, is that he 
and his fellow spycatchers bent all the rules, 
at much risk to themselves, in operations that 
amounted to shooting well wide of the real 
target — that target being the network of 
treason, subversion and national betrayal that 
in modern times has controlled British life. 


THE INNER MEANING OF 
NATIONALISM 


An analysis by WULSTAN TEDDER 


FOR A LARGE PART of my youth I lived 
in distant and foreign countries, and since 
then I have travelled around most of the 
continents, seeing and experiencing many 
different peeples and cultures. From all 
this I believe I have learnt a few things. 

I have learnt to accept and appreciate the 
differences that exist between these peoples 
— although every year, it seems, some of 
-them are obliterated either by the global 
spread of consumer capitalism or by the 
imposition of some form of communism. 


Such differences, where they survive, not. 


only make the world a more interesting (if 
sometimes more dangerous!) place but also, 
for me at least, they lead to an appreciation of 
one’s own homeland. 

When I was young and living abroad, 
Britain meant, to me, most of all a civilised 
way of life. To be British meant something: it 
meant one possessed character, and although 
this character was to some extent best exemp- 
lified through certain traditions, it was in 
many ways an intangible attitude of mind. 
Outwardly, it found expression in our sports- 
manship, in notions of fair play and in a 
certain reticence concerning public 
expression of feelings, as well as in a 
pragmatic determination which sought to 
overcome all practical obstacles. 

In Britain itself this character seemed to be 
best expressed by certain communities, 
traditions and institutions — as well as by the 
landscape of the country itself. I, like most 
colonials, tended sometimes to exaggerate 
the positive qualities of the homeland 
(although the weather was not among them!), 
but nevertheless there did exist a firm sense of 
belonging and a certain pride. Part of this 


pride was of course military in nature; the 
Army, Navy and RAF all had their bases 
around the world, and the very presence of 
these bases was a reminder of British power. 
There was always a feeling that help was 
never far away. 


CHANGE IN BRITAIN 


Gradually, things began to change, both at 
home and abroad. The determination that had 
seen off Mau Mau in Kenya and communism 
in Malaya gave way to what can only be 
described as an insular socialist attitude. The 
view was that Britain could no longer afford, 
or did not need, worldwide military bases; 
colonies had to be given their ‘independence; 
and there really was no difference between 
Britons and other peoples — except in living 
standards, and such differences would in due 
course be disposed of by education prog- 
rammes and aid. 


At home in the late 1950s and early 1960s 


the age of mass consumerism had begun. 
Cities and towns were rebuilt to accomodate 
abstract ideas about ‘planning’, and 
motorised transport began, for the first time 
on a large scale, to change the way of life: 
farms became mechanised, and cars made the 
countryside accessible to large numbers of 
urban dwellers. American commercialism 
and entertainment became implanted in a big 


way, particularly with the arrival of afford-: 


able luxuries like television. 

The Britain to which I returned in the late 
1960s was very different from the one I had 
left-in the middle 1950s. Material prosperity 
was everywhere. But what was noticeable 
was that very few people seemed really 
contented. Old thrifty attitudes no longer 


seemed to exist and young people appeared to 
demand instant gratification of their every 
wish and whim — with these wishes and 
whims themselves being mostly the product 
of the gigantic commercial entertainment 
industry. Gratification of the senses seemed 
to have replaced the idea of service, both on 
the individual and national level. Education 
no longer seemed concerned with building 
character. 


WHAT HAS HAPPENED 


Over the intervening years I have realised 
that what is happening in Britain (as in many 
other countries) is that our national identity 
and heritage are gradually being eroded. The 
large cities have become just concrete 
jungles, with very little that is British about 
them (including the people who live in them). 
London, for example, has become a 
sprawling mass nearly a third of the size of the 
old shire of Bedford, with its inner city hardly 
distinguishable from other inner cities in 
other parts of the world and its population 
possessing no sense of community whatever. 
On the streets of the city there is bustle and 
commercial activity, but no sense of national 
purpose or identity except in the form of 
fossilised traditions devoid of real power and 
maintained largely to charm the throngs of 
tourists. 

It is the same in other cities and towns. 
What character remains undestroyed by 
commercial pressures is preserved just in 
antique form, again to attract tourists. Every-. 
where, cities and towns have become places 
of entertainment and commercialism, with 
houses sprawling around them. They are all 
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THE INNER MEANING 
OF NATIONALISM 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


abstract and increasingly inhuman, and no 
longer exist to serve a local community united 
by ties of kinship, but only to cater for a 
cosmopolitan mass that just happens to live in 
the same area. 


EROSION OF THE COUNTRYSIDE 


In the countryside similar erosion can be 
seen. Agriculture has become just another 
business for profit, and local landscapes are 
being changed to allow yet bigger profits to be 
made. Villages are seldom communities, as 
increasingly people from the towns, made 
mobile by motor transport, make homes for 
themselves away from the jungles where they 
work. Everywhere commercial interests and 
the all-pervasive influence of the mass media 
undermine local differences, bring conform- 
ity and standardisation — and not even to a 
British. standard but increasingly to a multi- 
national one. 

Character is built by adversity and through 
discipline and spirit, and without character 
civilisation is impossible. Civilisation, 
however, does not mean material luxury; it 
means, in the simplest terms, a young girl 
being able to walk the streets of a city or town 
without fear of being raped. It means an old 
man, decorated for valour in war, being able 
to sit on a park bench without being mugged. 
It means a young man fired by enthusiasm 
learning to excel in something, not just to 
make money, but to bring pride and respect to 
himself, his family and his folk. 

Once, the adversity of life helped mould 
character. Discipline was taught in the 
family, in the school and in the armed forces. 
And national spirit existed because Britain as 
a nation possessed an imperial goal. 


ROOTS OF NATIONHOOD 


Nations, like trees, have deep roots, and 
strong nations, like a strong oak tree, take 
time to form and grow. Britain grew, over 
many centuries, into a strong nation — from 
folk of North European stock, and, like other 
nations, it can either grow to full.maturity or 
fall prey to outside forces. : 

Nations are a natural expression of the 
spirit of a particular folk, and only through the 
form of a nation can a folk linked together by 
ties of blood fulfil itself by means of a civilis- 
ation. To build a civilisation, a nation needs a 
goal, an ideal to which its members may 
aspire. It is a mistake, commonly made by 
intellectuals, to assume that civilisation 
means art or literature, or some other form of 
cultural creativity. Civilisation means 
nobility; from that everything else follows — 
all art, all science and technology. Civilisat- 
ions are born out of nations — meaning of 
course nations comprised of common folk 
with acommon racial identity. Many modern 
‘nations’ are of course not nations at all in this 
sense of the term. 
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Civilisation arises when a nation, quite 
often only instinctively and over a long period 
of time, makes a noble attitude a goal to be 
aspired to. In the past this was always 
achieved by military means, for all great 
civilisations of the past have had their genesis 
in the ideal of the noble warrior. This aspirat- 
ion becomes conquest, because the nation 
sees other peoples as barbarians. Thus is the 
spirit of a particular civilisation born, and in 
time the noble attitude becomes enshrined in 
institutional form and through traditions. As 
long as this noble attitude exists as a motivat- 


ing force for the folk of the nation, the 


civilisation can flourish — both externally 
through conquest and trade and internally 
through art. The nobility is expressed through 
the character of the folk. 

Gradually, however, the civilisation will 
decline if the character of the folk is 
destroyed. And this happens if the society 
experiences great material prosperity without 
the leadership and regulation necessary to 
ensure that the fruits of that prosperity are not 
put to proper use. When there is this failure, 
national identity soon becomes lost. 

Genuine nations, then, are an indispens- 
able resource of civilisations. Civilisations 
cannot be created by mere planning, 
economic or otherwise. They cannot be 
maintained through legislation or by the 
power of money. They can only be created by 
nobility of character, and this itself can only 
be created on a national level and maintained 


through disciplined pursuit of a definite 


national goal. The idea of a ‘world civilis- 
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ation” is just that — a mere idea, without any 
reality. There may be supra-national states, 
but there is no such thing as a supra-national 
civilisation. There may be a supra-national 
order, but this can come only when a national 
civilisation imposes itself, initially by force 
of arms, upon other nations and states. 


MYTH OF 
“WESTERN CIVILISATION’ 


There is no such thing as ‘Western Civilis- 
ation”. What has become known as Western 
Civilisation is really the spread of two similar 
but distinct civilising influences: the British 
and the German. And both of these are young 
and, as yet, unfulfilled. The other nations of 
Europe possess and have possessed culture; 
but culture is not civilisation. Persia, at the 
time of Xerxes, possessed culture — but only 
Greece possessed a civilisation, as Leonidas 
showed. Culture is adornment without 
nobility. Sometimes a culture may destroy a 
civilisation, for sheer force of arms does not 
alone imply nobility. In this sense America is 
not yet a civilisation but only a haphazard 
collection of cultures and proto-nations 
waiting for one racially united folk to build 
within it a proper nation. If such a nation is 
formed in this way, and if it possesses 
nobility, what is now known as America may 
in time give rise to a civilisation. 

The most obvious expression of our British 
civilisation was the British Empire, and our 
problems today, both economic and social, 
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arise because we as a nation are in danger of 
losing our character and have lost our 
imperial goal. Character is no longer being 
formed on a national level, and there is no 
longer any national or imperial goal to draw 
nobility forth from the young. Instead, there 
is only materialism and the ignoble idea of 
‘socialism’. 

The result of all this obvious in every city 
and town, and sometimes even in villages. 
Ignoble attitudes and cowardly crimes forever 
increase — and the law is powerless because 
it has become a social and not a national law. 
National law implies justice, and one which is 
an outward expression of an inner nobility; 
social law implies simply law — a codificat- 
ion of social legislation. The former may be 
said to serve the folk of a nation, the latter 
merely an abstract (and often supra-national) 
idea. In simple terms, the law has lost its 
character because it expresses the ignoble 
attitudes of the politicians who make it and 
the judiciary who implement it. 


OUR NEED 


What now needs to be done is that the folk 
of Britain rediscover their identity. And this 
they must do before they can rekindle their 
civilisation. We must first become once again 
a homogeneous nation, united by common 
blood. Secondly, we must recover our 
character, and work especially to instil this 
character into our young. Thirdly, we must 
find a long-term goal which uplifts us as a 


nation, and reinforces our sense of identity. 
This may come through the quest to reknit the 
remnants of our ruined empire into a new 
community of peoples (though that would not 
be an ‘empire’ in the former sense of the 
term). Or it may come through the 
exploration of space — the colonisation of 
our solar system and, ultimately, the stars — 
for such a goal would, by the very nature of 
the challenge, bring forth the best from within 
our folk. 

It should be obvious that only a national 
revolution in Britain, brought about by a 
nationalist political movement, can ever 
achieve this. Nationalism is not, as many 
believe, an obsolete political form; it is the 
only viable means of maintaining civilisation, 
the only way that we as individuals can live a 
noble existence. Nationalists do not seek a 
return to some idealised past, but strive to 
create a more vital future. We balance our 
dreams of the future with the racial reality of 
the past, and it is in this that the inner meaning 
of nationalism resides. We as individuals 
belong to the folk from which we arise, and if 
we are true to our own traditions and seek to 
live our lives in accordance with our inner 
folk spirit or character, then as individuals we 
shall be fulfilled. Our language once had a 
word to describe this: wyrd, from the same 
root as ‘worth’. Our kin in spirit, the ancient 
Greeks, also had a similar expression: arete — 
or ‘excellence’. Both concepts are tied to 
nobility and character, the essence of all 
civilisation. 


Nationalism means the rediscovery, for 
ourselves and our folk, of this wyrd or 
‘destiny’, as the word came to mean, though 
not quite as accurately. 


SALUTE TO THE PAST 


I remember the pride I felt when, years 
ago, at sunset, in a distant country, the flag 
was ceremoniously lowered for the night. It 
was not an empty ceremonial but a living 
reminder of loyalty, a tribute, in a way, to 
all those who had died on foreign soil. The 
pride I felt was not a negative feeling but a 
positive one. It enhanced my individuality 
rather than undermining it. It is the same 
feeling, I imagine, as that felt by most of 
those who fought in the two world wars when 
they march past the Cenotaph or their local 
war memorial. There is a sense of belonging, 
of tradition and of community. 

It seems to me very unfortunate that most 
people today have never felt this. If people 
today have any feeling it is likely to be the 
desire for material goods or gratification of 
the senses, not the silent tears of genuine 
patriotism nor the silent remembrance of 
comrades who are dead. 

Yet we as nationalists do not glory in the 
past at the expense of the future; we should 
create, for coming generations, another 
glorious past — by the struggle to achieve our 
goals. Our fight today is not in some foreign 
land; it is here in this country, and our battles 
are just beginning. 


THE ENEMY WITHIN 


The Hon. O.G. ALLANSON-WINN looks at the fifth column 
which exploits the internal weaknesses of ‘democracy’ 


I BELIEVE it was Sir Oswald Mosley who, 
after World War II, contended that condit- 
ions had been created which in future 
would obviate the necessity for armed 
conflict in order to destroy a country or 
people — because the enemies of that 
country or people, having established 
themselves WITHIN, are in a position to 
use the ‘democratic’ system of government 
as a means of political take-over. 

One might ask: how is this to be achieved? 

Firstly, the democratic system divides the 
electorate into what we term ‘parties’, with 
the party leaders expending most of their 
energies and funds in internecine conflict, 
leaving the enemy within comparative 
freedom to destroy the very fabric of the 
country’s social and.economic structures. 

Secondly, although in theory the parties 


within the political system enjoy absolute 


freedom through the communications media, 
the fact is that that ‘freedom’ is completely in 
the hands of those who exercise media 
control. 

Third, once the political parties competing 


for ‘power’ within the system are finely 
balanced — as they usually are in Britain and 
the United States, for example — the enemy 
within, by using his weight to the advantage 
of one party or another, can exercise effective 
control. In other words, the enemy within 
governs by holding the balance of power. 


‘FIXING’ OF THE MEDIA 


As for the mass media, one important fact 
that we have to understand is that most of 
them are dependent for their survival on 
income from advertising — whether it be the 
press or the commercially-owned TV and 
radio networks. This makes it virtually 
impossible for the media to function without 
being ‘fixed” by the agents of finance. 

A classic example of this power in action is 
the case which successfully silenced one of 
the Fleet Street newspaper barons in the 
1930s, who had been supporting Sir Oswald 
Mosley’s British Union of Fascists. This 
highly respected and influential press 
proprietor was visited in his office by an agent 


of a giant catering company, who warned him 
that if he continued to support the BUF his 
newspapers would be liquidated by having a 
decisive part of their advertising contracts 
withdrawn. The proprietor was forced to back 
down and withdraw his support from the 
BUF. 

In those days Britain was a comparatively 
homogeneous country, whereas now the 
position is very different. Where the social 
structure of a ‘democratic’ country depends 
upon the maintenance of a delicate balance 
between numerous ethnic groups, the enemy 
within will use every possible means to 
exploit conflicts between these groups to 
strengthen his hold. 

Again we come back to the technique of 
using the balance of power. In any area of the 
country where electoral support is finely 
balanced between two nearly equal sections 
of the white populace, the racial minorities, 
by selling their votes to the highest bidder — 
i.e. the party which grants, them the greatest 
favours — can determine who is elected. 
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THE DISGRACEFUL CASE OF 
KARL LINNAS 


Deportation of elderly war veteran shows true face of 


US Government 


For a long time we in SPEARHEAD have 
argued against those who imagine the United 
States to be a bastion of the ‘free world’ against 
communism. Millions may believe this to be so 
but the reality is very different. In all sorts of 
ways, the US and the Soviet Union are in close 
collaboration, and sometimes in schemes to 
destroy people’s freedom. A classic case of this 
is that of Karl Linnas, an Estonian-born US 
citizen, who was recently deported to the USSR 
on the orders of the Reagan Government to face 
‘war crimes’ charges and almost certain death. 
The Linnas story was printed in THE 
“THUNDERBOLT newspaper, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. and we are 
reproducing it here with acknowledgements. It is 
a story that should make your flesh creep — as 
well as alert you as to the true colouring of those 
who currently determine US state policy. 


SOVIET RUSSIA is the most deadly 
enemy ever to threaten America and the 
free world. President Reagan calls it the 
‘evil empire’ and wants to spend billions 
constructing a ‘star wars’ defence to defeat 
the Soviets. THEN WHY WOULD WE 
HAND THEM AN ESTONIAN WHO 
FOUGHT THE SAME ENEMY AS WE 
ARE PREPARING TO FIGHT? 

President Ronald Reagan told Pat 
Buchanan (former White House Commun- 
ications Director): ‘‘We should go ahead and 
block it”? (the extradition of Linnas). 
Attorney General Edwin Meese said: 
‘*Linnas should be allowed to go to a country 
other than Russia.’’ But the World Jewish 
Congress demanded: ‘‘He must go to 
Russia and be put to death.”’ 

Now the real question is: who controls 
America — our President or the World Jewish 
Congress? 

All loyal Americans were sickened when 
they helplessly viewed the TV news of FBI 
agents dragging Karl Linnas into La Guardia 
Airport for his forced return to Soviet- 
occupied Estonia. 

Linnas was pushed and pulled towards his 
doom. His last words to shocked Americans 
were: ‘‘ What they’re doing right now is just a 
murder and kidnapping — God bless 
America!’ Then he was gone! FBI agents 
held him by both arms. Others walked in front 
of him and behind him. Linnas was placed on 
a Czechoslovakian airliner where Communist 
KGB agents took over. They chained his 
hands and feet for the long flight. 

Even a reporter for Hungarian state 
television revealed a dislike for his red 
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SENT TO CERTAIN DEATH 


Karl Linnas being dragged into La Guardia airport by FBI agents for kidnapping to 

Russia after the US Attorney General surrendered to demands from the World Jewish 

Congress. That this could happen in America should open many people’s eyes as to who 
runs the US Government 


masters, saying: *“What a tragic blunder. | 
never expected to see American Government 
join forces with the Soviets against a defence- 
less old refugee.”” 

Linnas is one of the original victims of ex- 
Congresswoman Elizabeth  Holtzmann's 
1978 bill which provides for the deportation 
of alleged ‘war criminals’ to Russia or Israel 
for ‘trials’. This Jewess is also responsible for 
the bill which established the Jewish section 
within the Justice Department called the 
‘Office of Special Investigations’ or OSI. 

Linnas’s native Estonia was invaded by the 
Soviets in 1940. Stalin placed many Jews in 
charge of the Baltic countries, and they 
murdered and deported to Siberia thousands 
of Christians. Then in 1941 the German Army 
drove the reds out and the Estonian people 
treated them as liberators. Many joined the 
Waffen SS and fought against the Bolsheviks 
until the end of the war. 

It is alleged that Karl Linnas; now aged 67, 
killed ‘‘Jews and Communists”” in a concen- 
tration camp in Estonia. There is no reliable 
evidence to support this charge. The only 
reason he was stripped of his US citizenship 
and ordered to be deported is because under 
Holtzmann’s devlish and cunning retroactive 


law you can be deported for failure to reveal 
fully your service in German and German- 
allied forces during World War II. While 
Linnas admitted to being a policeman, they 
claim he did not say he was a camp guard. 


LINNAS’S CRUEL FATE 
CELEBRATED 


Standing at the airport watching Linnas fly 
off to his death were Miss Holtzmann and 
representatives of the World Jewish 
Congress. As they rubbed their hands and 
slapped each other on the back with glee, 
Miss Holtzmann told the press: **Obviously, 
the Russians don't have the same system of 
justice, but they can give him a reasonable 
facsimile of a trial and allow him to present 
evidence. They could retry him and change 
the verdict,’’ she added with a laugh. 

Karl Linnas is a well-known anti-commun- 
ist in the US Estonian community. Thus in 
January 1962 the Soviets put him on “trial” in 
absentia. It is an uncontested fact that a Soviet 
journal a month earlier reported that he would 
be sentenced to death. Then the reds officially 
requested his extradition in 1963. Our 
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government refused because we had no extra- 
dition treaty with these bloodthirsty killers. 
Miss Holtzmann and the World Jewish 
Congress decided to change that immed- 
lately. 


PERJURED EVIDENCE 
AGAINST LINNAS 


The court’s stripping Linnas of his US 
citizenship was a civil action for which the 
Holtzmann law provides that there will be no 
jury trial. Thus minor questions as to 
whether persons told ‘the whole truth’ when 
they entered America as refugees from 
communism can actually result in a death 
sentence. | 

In fighting Linnas, the OSI had the 
unlimited funds of the federal government 
and highly skilled lawyers. Linnas, a poor 
individual, never had a chance of justice in 
the US courts. They sent him to Russia for 
execution over a little possible “white lie” he 
may have told to gain freedom in America! 

Even during the OSI deportation hearings 
against Linnas the US Board of Appeals 
acknowledged that (in the Soviet in absentia 
‘trial’ of 1962) ‘‘Linnas has already been 
sentenced to death in what appears to have 
been a sham trial.’’ 

The following is the flimsy testimony 
given in Russia before a communist prosec- 
utor who always referred to Linnas as “‘the 
war criminal’’:- oe 

(1) Oskar Art said that Linnas shot ‘‘a few Jews, 

men and women, in a ditch.’ 


(2) Hansu Laats testified that Linnas shot **only 
male prisoners in the ditch.’’ Laats admitted to 
being an outpatient at a psychiatric hospital and 
that he suffered from ‘‘brain damage”” which 
affected his memory and reaction. 


(3) The next witness was another Mr. Laats, who 
said that only communists were executed in the 
ditch. | 


(4) Another witness at the hearing in Russia was 
Mr. Art. He said he was not sure that Linnas was 
present at the ‘execution ditch’. He later said: 
**Well, I cannot be 100 per-cent sure. I think he 
was there.”” 


(5) The last witness was Elmer Puusepp. He was 
appointed a commissar political chief at a factory 
in Estonia by the Soviets after they invaded in 
1940. He said that Linnas was guilty on all 
charges. 
(6) The other witness, and the only one who now 
lives outside the Soviet Union, is a Dr. Deiland 
from Finland. He said he was an imate at the 
Tartu camp and never saw Linnas working there. 
The US Appeals Court Judge Jacob 
Mishler, a Jew, after listening to the video- 
taped interviews of the Soviet witnesses, 
noted the red prosecutor Siim Kirsipuu, who 
questioned the witnesses, continually 
referring to Linnas as ““the fascist prisoner 
murderer”” and ‘‘a former war ,criminal.”’ 
Mishler called this ‘‘prejudicial language”” 
and said that the witnesses may have been 
forced. to corroborate the prescribed **Soviet 
evidence.’’ While noting he was **disturbed”” 
by the way in which the communists cross- 
examine witnesses, he still voted to strip 
Linnas of his US citizenship for not telling 
immigration authorities he had been a camp 
guard. Bear in mind that that was not a 


‘crime’ until after Miss Holtzmann’s bill 
passed in 1978. 


FAMOUS PEOPLE DEFENDED 
LINNAS 


While it is heartening to read the names of 
the many prominent people who came to Karl 
Linnas’s defence, the fact remains that they 
were all overruled by the seemingly all- 


powerful World Jewish Congress. Linnas's 


lawyer, who waged a magnificent defence on 
his behalf, was former Attorney General 
Ramsey Clark. Former White House 
Communications Chief Pat Buchanan wrote 
articles on the case, and time and again 
appeared on national TV trying to save 
Linnas. Columnist and author William F. 
Buckley joined the defence, as did Amnesty 
International, which urged that no free man 
should be sent to any communist-controlled 
country for ‘trial’. Then, of course, in a 
massive effort, the Baltic community flooded 
Attorney General Edwin Meese with 
thousands of protest letters and telegrams. 
Even major liberal newspapers condemned 
this monumental injustice. The Los Angeles 


Times editorialised that ‘‘sending Linnas to 


the Soviet Union is tantamount to delivering 
him to a firing squad on the basis of Soviet- 
style justice, which is not justice by US 
standards.”” 

The Washington Post said: *“Leave aside for 
the moment the fact that the charges against 
Karl Linnas have not been proven or even 
tested in an American courtroom. For the 
purpose of argument, it is possible to assume 
that Mr. Linnas was guilty of every wartime 
atrocity for which a Soviet court convicted 
him...and still be troubled by his deportation 
this week to his native Estonia — now a part 
of the Soviet Union — where the sentence is 
to be carried out...in a Soviet court, regard- 
less of the facts, American standards of due 
process — to put it mildly — do not begin to 
apply.”” 

Three US Supreme Court Justices ruled 
against Linnas”s deportation in a losing 6 to 3 
vote. The dissenters were Justices William 
Brennan, Harry Blackmon and Sandra Day 
O’Connor. 


WORLD JEWISH CONGRESS 
BLOCKS LINNAS FROM PANAMA 


US Estonian leaders, along with Attorney 
Ramsey Clark, sought to find another country 
that would accept Linnas. The World Jewish 
Congress let it be known that the wrath of 
international Jewish finance would come 
down upon any nation which accepted Linnas 


other than Russia. They said he could be sent. 


only to Russia because they wanted his 
execution guaranteed! | 

The daughters of Karl Linnas pleaded with 
the government of Panama to accept their 
father. They wanted him to spend his remain- 
ing days on earth in peace in a pleasant 
country close enough for his children and 
grandchildren to visit. Attorney General 
Meese also urged Panama to take Linnas. He 
told friends he did not want the execution of 


Linnas to be on his conscience for the rest of 
his life. Thus Panama agreed to accept Linnas 
on ‘humanitarian grounds’. This agreement 
went into effect on April 13th, the eve before 
the Jewish passover, when the Jews suppos- 
edly would be huddled in their synagoges. 
Linnas was to leave the country for Panama as 
quickly as possible — the very next day in 
fact. 

But, as the Jonathan Pollard case has 
proven, MAS lurk throughout our 
government. The New York Times reports that 
the Jew Neal Sher, head of the all-Jewish 
OSI, learned of Meese’s plan to deport Linnas 
to Panama. Sher warned that this would incur 
the wrath of the World Jewish Congress. 
There can be no doubt that Sher ‘leaked’ 
these top-secret plans to that subversive 
outfit. 

Miss Elizabeth Holtzmann (today Brook- 
lyn’s District Attorney) and Menachem 
Rosensaft, Chairman of the World Jewish 
Congress, and other Jewish leaders rushed to 
the Panamanian Embassy in Washington. A 
world economic boycott of Panama was 
threatened if the country dared accept Linnas. 
World Jewish leaders insist that Linnas must 
undergo torture and brutal murder at the 
hands of vociferous Soviets. Here are autem 
comments by Jewish leaders:- 

Neal Sher said: ‘‘The man is a war 
criminal. We’re glad this has finally come toa 
close.”” 

Children of Holocaust Survivors head, 
Menachem Rosensaft, said: ““It's gratifying, 
at least for the moment, that no-one is giving 
Linnas a comfortable retirement!”” 

These are the words of a OI 
people. They have the power, through the 
World Jewish Congress, to veto the wishes of 
the US Attorney General and — yes, even 
those of the President! Patriots can still bring 
down the SNA if one and all 
work together. The deportation of Karl 
Linnas to our mortal enemy, the Soviet 
Union, is proof that GN has 


gained control of our government! 


EDITOR’S NOTE: It will be noticed that sorge 
passages of this article have been ‘censored out’. 
This is to guard our publication against prosecut- 
ion by the race police under Part III of the Public 
Order Act of 1986. This legislation does not of 
course apply in the United States, where the 
article was first published. 


STOP PRESS 
New Books available! 


After we had completed the paste-up of our book 
adverts page, we received notification of two new books 
on sale from the BNP Book Service, which are both 
highly recommended. These are:- 


OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER 
(Oliver Smedley) £5.00. The political and 
economic consequences of Britain’s membership 
of the Common Market. 1986, 79pp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A 
series of articles by various experts covering 
every aspect of Britain’s disastrous membership 
of the EEC. 1987, 62pp. 


Please add one eighth of value of order to cover post. 
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ALL THE WORLD'S 
A BOOK 


Publishing: Paul Johnson 
welcomes the new internationalism 
in the book trade 


THERE is whining from angry old fogies 
like Graham Greene at recent financial 
moves in the publishing industry, in par- 
ticular the takeover by American firms of 
famous British houses. I welcome these 
changes. They indicate to me that the 
industry is adjusting sensibly to the inter- 
nationalisation of book-publishing. For the 
takeovers are not one-sided. True, the big 
American firm Random House recently 
bought the British group which includes 
Jonathan Cape, Bodley Head and Virago. 
But another bid by a US firm, Simon & 
Schuster, to acquire Associated Book Pub- 
lishers (which includes Methuen and what 
used to be the famous old firm of Eyre & 
Spottiswoode) was outmatched, as was a 
rival bid by the British conglomerate 
S. Pearson, which owns Penguin. The winner 
was International Thomson, which is 
actually Canadian, though it has strong 
British connections. Thomson, it should be 
noted, sold Hamish Hamilton and Michael 
Joseph to Penguin in 1985, so there are 
swings and roundabouts in these transac- 
tions. 

Moreover, the same thing is happening 
to American houses. My US publisher, 
Harper & Row, one of the most august and 
‘typically American’, was recently acquired 
by Rupert Murdoch. Now I know that 
Murdoch has become, for business 
reasons, an American citizen, but his 
empire is not American in character. It is 
international, and the book section of it is 
if anything British, centred around his 42 
per cent shareholding in Collins. Mur- 
doch’s first move was to send two senior 
Collins executives across the Atlantic to 
oversee the transfer of ownership. Again, 
Robert Maxwell, whose empire is mainly 
British at the moment, is trying to get hold 
of Harcourt Brace, the great US textbook 
publisher. He has not got it yet because its 
boss has forced it to swallow a poisoned 
pill, a self-destructive move Maxwell is 
fighting in the US courts. He may well end 
up with the trophy. At present he is buying 
into Dutch publishing and he is certain to 
get a major US publishing house sooner or 
later (his British Printing Corporation is at 
present garnering £650 million in the mar- 
ket for fresh purchases). 


The truth is, British entrepreneurs, or 


those operating mainly or partly from 
London, are now at least as aggressive and 
acquisitive as any other nationality. People 
often ask: where have the fruits of North 
Sea oil gone? The answer is that they have 
been used to build up British overseas 


«Investments to a level they have not 
attained since 1914, making our portfolio 


second only to Japan’s. Much of this 
money has gone into America, especially 
top growth areas like Florida. Now that the 
stranglehold of the unions is being relaxed 
and British publishing is becoming highly 
profitable again, it is inevitable that our 
investment in the US industry, both books 
and newspapers, will grow. 

But it is wrong to see these moves as 
‘invasions’, judged in terms of convention- 
al nationalism. Most people have not yet 
grasped that all large-scale businesses are 
becoming international. Trillions of dollars 
can be transferred from one end of the 
earth to another in a matter of minutes. 
You can cross the Atlantic for a board 
meeting and be back in London the same 
day. The 1960s-style multinational, finan- 
cially and emotionally committed to a 
one-country base, will soon be as dead as 
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Western colonialism. Modern internation- 


al capitalism has no fixed base. Sir James 
Goldsmith, a typical 1980s pioneer, oper- 
ates as happily from New York as from 
Paris or London. Maxwell is as likely to 


‘take over an Italian or French television- 


and-radio venture as a British or American 
one. Murdoch's next big move could be in 
Central Europe — or the Far East, or 
Canada. These outsize characters still have 
the power to astonish us, but during the 
1990s such ocean-striding will become 
commonplace. Xenophobia and chauvin- 
ism no longer pay. Electronics, the demise 
of exchange control, supersonic jets have 
combined to produce a powerful cosmopo- 
litan force which, thank God, will act as a 
useful counter to the rising demand for 
protectionism. 

Authors would be both narrow-minded 


and foolish to oppose this process. The 


book is a global product if ever there was 
one. As the world is homogenised by the 
confluent pressures of change, books will 
be directed increasingly at a world market 
of educated readers, built initially on the 
natural unity of the English-speaking com- 
munities, but taking into account the rapid- 
ly expanding Spanish and oriental language 
markets. I would now never dream of 
addressing a book primarily to a British 
readership. Publishers are right to set up 
commercial structures which take account 
of the new internationalism, and in particu- 
lar to operate from both sides of the 
Atlantic. Authors should welcome a de- 
velopment which, when efficiently con- 
ducted (an essential proviso, of course) 
must work in their interests. 

Some authors fear these changes will 
make impossible a close, personal rela- 
tionship between writer and editor- 
publisher. I am not sure that such close 
relationships are in the author’s interest (it 
is clear why they are in the publisher’s). 
But there are many instances which prove 
they have always been compatible with 
large-scale operations. After all, the Mur- 
ray family, which dominated commercial 
publishing for much of the 19th century, 
specialised in such links. What matters is 
the character and quality of the editorial 
direction, and the proficiency of the com- 
mercial machine, not the size of the firm. 

In any case, it is of the nature of 
capitalism that it allows enterprising men 
and women to identify gaps in the market 
and fill them. If the new internationalism 
in publishing reveals an unforeseen de- 
mand for small firms who can handle 
talented authors with more sympathy and 
success than the giants — or who can tap 
smaller, national markets more effectively 
— then we can be sure such business will - 
emerge. There are some signs it is already 
happening. For the new technology, in all 
its forms, is not only pushing in the 
direction of big, supernational firms. It is 
also making possible the emergence of 
desk-top publishing, a phenomenon au- 
thors and the trade have scarcely noticed. 


Reprint of a recent article in ‘The Spectator’. Nationalist comment is on the opposite page 
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TORYISM BARES ITS SOUL 


A recent convert’s exposition of the Thatcher philosophy, 
as examined by JAMES THURGOOD 


IT IS SOMETIMES SAID that a 
‘converted’ catholic is a much more 
zealous practitioner of the creed than one 
of the born-and-bred variety, and this may 
well also be true of the recruits that Mrs. 
Thatcher’s Tories have gained over the 
past few years from the left of politics. 
Paul Johnson was for the first half of his 
writing life a loyal Labour supporter, with his 
name regularly penned to articles in The New 
Statesman articulating the standard leftish 
incantations: Then he saw the light, as had 
Bernard Braine, John Osborne and Kingsley 
Amis before him, and he began to edge 
towards the political centre as a prelude to 


crossing over, lock, stock and barrel, to the - 


ranks of Conservatism. Whether the light in 
question was one of genuine ideological 
revelation, or merely the one illuminating the 
doorway to a larger readership, they will not 
of course ever tell us. At any rate, Mr. 
Johnson is now an enthusiastic Thatcherite, 
his eulogies to the Prime Minister and her 
doctrines being equalled only by his regular 
hymns of praise to Jewry and Zionism. Mr. 
Johnson truly knows which side his bread is 
buttered, and now he can be said to have 
placed himself rightly and properly within the 
pale of journalistic orthodoxy and respect- 
ability! 

, Who better, therefore, to point the way to 
the brave new world to which contemporary 
Toryism is leading us? This Mr. Johnson did 
succintly in a recent article “All the world’s a 
book’, published in The Spectator. The article 
dealt specifically with the book trade, but it 
could be made applicable to the entire 
economy as seen through Tory eyes. In order 
_ that no point in it is missed, it has been 
reprinted in its entirety on the preceding page, 
and I am here following it with due 
commentary. 


VOICE OF 20th. CENTURY MAN 


-Mr. Johnson begins by classifying as an 
“old fogy’ an author who protests against 
American take-overs of British publishing 
houses. Thus at the beginning does he reveal 
something of his condition of mind. ‘Old 
fogies’ have always been among Mr. 
Johnson’s targets. As a quintessential ‘20th 
century man’, he saw them in his earlier days 
mainly on the right — the remaining relics of 
conservatism who still took something of a 
national view of the world. Hence no doubt 
his natural gravitation to left-wing journal- 
ism. But now that the Tories have superseded 
Labour as the party with the most committed 
one-world outlook, old fogies are to be found 
elsewhere. **I welcome these changes,’’ he 
coos. ‘‘They indicate to me that the industry 


is adjusting sensibly to the internationalisat- 
ion of book publishing.’’ Spoken like a true 
Fleet Street warrior! As if to mollify some of 
his readers, he then adds the rider: ‘‘For the 
take-overs are not one-sided.’’ Big deal! 
Britons can gain some consolation that Mr. 
Robert Maxwell (born in Czechoslovakia as 
Jan Ludwich Hoch) **is certain to get a major 
US publishing house sooner or later.”’ 

“Where have the fruits of North Sea oil 
gone?”” Mr. Johnson asks rhetorically. *“The 
answer is that they have been used to build up 
British overseas investments to a level they 
have not attained since 1914...’’ Cold 
comfort to the legions of jobless in Sunder- 
land, Consett and Coventry! By adherence to 
the ‘old fogy’ doctrines of national econom- 
ics, those oil profits could have revitalised 
British shipbuilding, steel and motor 
manufacture, or otherwise the profits could 
have been minimised so as to provide cheap 
fuel that would have helped the entire British 
economy. As it is, they will provide fourth 
family cars and new Mediterranean vills for a 
few city high-flyers. 


PUBLISHING A 
NATIONAL RESOURCE 


Returning.to publishing, of what practical 
comfort is it that growing American owner- 
ship of British firms may be balanced by 
British(?) publishers buying their way into the 
United States? Publishing must be recognised 
as much more than just another economic 
activity: like newspapers and broadcasting, it 
is a.national resource which first and foremost. 


_ should serve national needs. This is not to say 


that it should be narrow and insular and close 
the minds of the reading public to the outside 
world; but it certainly should be dedicated 
first and foremost to the preservation and 
strengthening of the British literary heritage 
and to promoting, through books, a healthy 
national outlook. | 

But of course Mr. Johnson would disagree. 
““The book is a global product if ever there 
was one. As the world is homogenised by the 
confluent pressures of change, books will be 
directed increasingly at a world market of 
educated readers...” 

This is of course pure conventional 
claptrap. What would Dickens be if he were 
not British (or ‘English’, as some would 
prefer to say)? What are Dostoevsky and 
Gogol if not Russian? What is Cervantes if 
not Spanish? The greatness of these writers is 
inextricably bound up with the fact that they 
speak from the very souls of their own people, 
and first and foremost to their own people — 
albeit that a wider audience is most welcome 
to listen. Does it occur for a ‘moment to 


trendies like Mr. Johnson what would have 
happened to these men’s works if publishers 
of the time had tried to ‘homogenise’ them? 
Indeed, they would have appealed only to a 


sick, denatured minority of one-world intell-, 


ectuals and been incomprehensible to real 
people of any nationality, just as Wagner, 
Puccini and Dvorak would have represented 
colourless noise if they had been anything 
other than German, Italian or Czech. 

Mr. Johnson continues in full flow. **Most 
people,”” he cries, **have not yet grasped that 
all large-scale businesses are becoming 
international. Trillions of dollars can be 
transferred from one end of the earth to 
another in a matter of minutes. ”” 

But Mr. Johnson misses the point. It is not 
a matter of people not ‘grasping’ the internat- 
onal nature of much large-scale business but a 
matter of whether or not this is a good thing. 
For a small section of the world’s population, 
consisting of those ‘on the inside” of internat- 
ional big business wheeling and dealing, it 


` may well be. But for millions tossed on the 


scrapheap by the very transfer of ‘trillions of 
dollars’ across the earth over which Mr. 
Johnson waxes so enthusiastically it is 
another matter. 

It is interesting that Johnson should cite 
Messrs. Goldsmith, Maxwell and Murdoch 
as models of the new business world which he 
so much admires. None of these men in fact 
has any nationality as we understand it. Ail 
come from partly Jewish origins, 


and | 


“Maxwell” possibly from wholly Jewish ones. .. . 


The very idea that any of these individuals 
should be expected to think as Britons, 
Germans or Japanese is in the first place ridic- 


ulous. Naturally, they want the world’s:~ ~~ 


business to become ‘homogenised’. It is their 


deepest instinct. 


‘CHAUVINISM’ NO LONGER PAYS 


Of course Mr. Johnson gets close to the 
truth — from his point of view — when he 


se ee -..e.. 


says that ‘‘Xenophobia and Chauvinism no ` ` 


longer pay.’’ You bet they do not! And that is 
precisely why no author today who wants to 
make a good living out of his wares can afford 
to take a national attitude over anything. 
Johnson of course does not mind, for he 
makes it abundantly clear that he is only 
there for the beer. **I would now never dream 
of addressing a book primarily to a British 
readership,’’ he proclaims. Of course not! In 
the literary age in which we are living, all 
writing is for profit. Comment here is surely 
superfluous. 

But am I paranoid if I detect something 


Contd. on page 19 
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SOME THOUGHTS ON 
FREEDOM OF SPEECH 


H.S. HALL looks into some of the ramifications of the 


infamous race laws 


ACCORDING to an account in ‘Spear- 
head’ last year of the trial of some British 
National Party activists in South West 
England, accused of spreading ‘racial 
hatred’, the judge remarked that the sort 
of literature for which they had been 
prosecuted ‘‘cannot be tolerated in this 
society.”” The literature referred to by this 
judge consisted of an article debunking the 
so-called ‘Holocaust’ and the propaganda 
stories surrounding Anne Frank. This 
judge could not have much idea of the 
meaning of freedom of speech if he 
considers that such writings should be 
banned. 

Is it not astounding that out of the many 
thousands of events in history the only one 
where, apparently, it is now illegal to 
question. the official version is the 
‘Holocaust’? I can write about any other past 
event in a completely new way, or give a 
completely different interpretation of some 
historical figure, for example Napoleon or 
Richard III, and, although other historians 
may challenge my views, no-one will ever 
say that I should be be forbidden to express 
them. 

In his book The Origins of the Second World 
War, A.J.P. Taylor propounded a totally 
different explanation of the outbreak of that 
conflict. The popular view, and the one that 
all anti-Nazi propaganda continues to 
support, is that Hitler alone planned the war. 
Professor Taylor derides this view and 
maintains that Hitler was no more, and no 
less, responsible for the war than other 
European statesmen of the time. This opinion 
has been vigorously challenged — and not 
surprisingly, because it upsets quite a few 
apple carts. But none of the historians 
opposing Taylor’s views ever suggested that 
he should be forbidden from uttering them 
because they were not the ‘orthodox’ ones, 
and still less did anyone suggest that he 
should be prosecuted for daring to write such 
unacceptable ideas! 

Why then should anyone challenging the 
theory of the ‘Holocaust’ — and producing 
evidence to back up his challenge — be 
hauled into court, and then told that his ideas 
cannot be tolerated? What is it about the 
‘Holocaust’ that makes us liable to prosecut- 
ion if we dare to refute the story? 


THE MEANING OF FREEDOM 


The treatment of these people who decline 
to accept the ‘official’ version of the 
‘Holocaust’ confirms me in my opinion that 
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WILLIE WHITELAW } 
One of the miserable crew in the Tory 
Party who did not like the 1976 Race Act 
but refused to vote against it in case they 
were ‘misunderstood’ 


many Britons, and particularly those in high 


places, have little or no idea of the real 
meaning of freedom. Too many of them seem 
to think that freedom of speech means that 
people should be allowed to dissent — 
provided they do not challenge certain 
fashionable theories on racial matters. One of 
the most objectionable features of the ‘race 
relations’ lobby is its view that no-one must 
be allowed to disagree with its view of the 
world. Indeed, that collection of yobs and 
fanatics, the ‘anti-apartheid’ movement, is 
quite prepared to bash your head in if you dare 
to question the views it espouses. 

As for the idea that prosecutions must 
follow the expression of views which might 
give ‘offence’ to some section of the 
community, this shows just how far we are 
removed nowadays from a true conception of 
freedom. I wonder what John Stuart Mill 


would have thought of this? In his On Liberty, . 


a book which is accepted as the classical 
statement on freedom of speech, he makes a 
particular point of maintaining that opinions 
should not be suppressed just because some 


people might find the expression of them 
offensive. According to Mill, the criterion for 
forbidding anything is that physical harm, 
and not just mental distress, would be the 
result otherwise. To take an example from our 
own day, we cannot demand the liberty to 
drive on whatever side of the road we wish 
because, if this liberty were granted, it would 
cause many head-on collisions. A short while 
ago it was reported that the governors of a 
school in Bristol refused to allow the modern 
British martyr Ray Honeyford to give a 
lecture — because his presence might be 
‘offensive’ to some people. What a reason for 
shutting a man up! And yet that odious 
woman at No. 10 is always prattling on about 
what a wonderful free country we live in. 
Every British nationalist knows what a load of 
rubbish this is. 

I often wonder would would be said by all 
these people who wish to suppress opinions 
they dislike if we nationalists turned the 
argument the other way round and said that 
because multi-racialist opinions were 
thoroughly offensive to us their expression 
should be banned. Can you imagine the 
convoluted arguments that would be 
produced to ‘prove’ that that didn’t follow at 
all? But then double-standards are the besett- 
ing sin of modern believers in ‘liberal-democ- 
racy’. 


CONDITIONS LIKE RUSSIA 


As I have said, Mrs. Thatcher is always 
going on about the ‘freedom’ we enjoy, and 
she likes to contrast our society with that of 
the Soviet Union. But in reality we have no 
more freedom to publicise truly unfashion- 
able opinions in this country than people in 
Russia have to express anti-communist 
views: The 1986 Public Order Act seeks 
totally to suppress all nationalist views — and 
to intimidate people into thinking that some 
views are ‘illegal’ when in fact they are not 
(yet!) so. I am referring here to British 
nationalist views of course and not black 
nationalist ones! 

Under this new act, the police are given 
powers to enter any premises where they have 
reason to believe that. literature promoting 
‘race hatred’ may be stored — even if that 
literature has not yet been distributed in 
public, and those in possession of the 
literature can indeed be prosecuted merely as 
a result of that possesion. Has the KGB in 
Russia got any greater power than this? 

And how many TV programmes have you 


Contd. on page 16 


SIR: The main problem in Fiji, scene of the 
recent military take-over, concerns land 
rights. During the last century, Northern 
Queensland was being opened up to the 
cultivation of sugar cane. The problem was 


labour. The Australian Aboriginal was 
entirely unsuitable. Certain gentlemen of a 
type interested in making a fast buck called 
‘Blackbirders’ set off for Fiji to kidnap Fijian 
tribesmen for the purpose. The Fijian chiefs, 
on the advice of the Christian missionaries, 
appealed to Queen Victoria for protection. 

The Queen and her advisers told the Fijian 
chiefs that they could be protected by 
becoming British subjects provided they 
handed over the country and their land to the 
British Crown. This they did and received 
back the same land from the Crown with 
rights in perpetuity. The Fijian people were 
now under Crown protection. 

However, in order to raise the economy of 
Fiji it was agreed with the chiefs that land 
should be leased to British sugar companies 
on a long-term basis for growing sugar, and 
that the rent for these leases should be paid to 
the Fijian people. 

The Fijians, however, were not interested 
in working on sugar cane plantations, and so 
indentured Indian labour was brought in — 
the intention being ‘that that the labourers 
would return to India on the completion of 
their indentures. However, the Indians liked 
Fiji so much that they did not want to go back, 
so they stayed and proliferated so much that 
now they outnumber the native Fijians. 

All this is a warning to us in Britain, 
particularly as we are aborting our own 


children and allowing many of our younger 


generation to be debauched in homosexual 
practices. 

The British sugar companies were only 
interested in producing and marketing their 
sugar, and they found it to their advantage to 
sell their concessions to the Indians and then 
buy the sugar from them. The Indians were 
not too happy with holding the land on a 
leasehold basis from the Fijians and wanted 
outright ownership; they objected to paying 
money to the happy Fijians to keep the latter 
hunting, shooting and fishing. 

International troublemakers now came on 
the scene. In 1970 Fiji gained its independ- 
ence from the British Government. The 


Fijians were now fearful that, should an 
Indian-dominated government be voted into 
power, that government would revoke their 
land rights and hand over their land freehold 
to the Indians. This would end the lease 
arrangements and the funds coming in from 
the leases to the Fijians. 

With the Indians now comprising 49 per- 
cent of the population and the native Fijians 
46 per-cent, feelings are running high and 


there is a danger of bloodshed. This was 


avoided as long as the British controlled Fiji. 
In the wake of ‘decolonisation’, the Fijians 

are now reaping the whirlwind. 
(Capt.) KENNETH R. McKILLIAM 
Lympne, Kent 


SIR: The formation of the Nationalist 
Alliance between the British National Party 
and the National Front Support Group is most 
encouraging and long overdue. As has been 
stated repeatedly in the columns of Spearhead, 
British Nationalism can only make a real and 
serious breakthrough once it has secured 
unity within its own ranks. 

This pact should be applauded, but must be 
seen only as a first step, since full fusion is 
clearly what is eventually needed. Let us hope 
that common sense will prevail so that others 
too will join in this new alliance. 

In the euphoria that is bound to follow the 
announcement of the pact with the NFSG, 
however, BNP members ought to reflect once 
again upon why the party was formed, and 
above all why it adopted its present constit- 
ution, with its emphasis on personal leader- 
ship and personal authority and responsibil- 
ity. This constitution has a fine track record of 
securing party unity — the few individuals 
who have tried to create splits finding 
themselves very rapidly on the outside. If 
fusion with the NFSG and others does 
eventually occur, as indeed it should, it is 


paramount that the essentials of our constitut- 


ion are retained intact. 


Finally, I look forward to the opportunity 
of working once again with old colleagues as 
well as new, as we enter a new and, hope- 
fully, happier era for the nationalist 
movement. 

MALVERN TIPPING 

Framlingham, Suffolk 
SIR: The scheme of nationalist unity which 
you have announced is essential for all nation- 
alists. I would suggest that all members of the 
BNP, and supporters like myself, go out and 
get in contact with nationalists from other 
factions and persuade them that a united party 
is the only way to win our country back. 

There is only one way forward for national- 
ists and that is in a united movement under the 
leadership of John Tyndall. 1 think that the 
general membership of the factions will 
appreciate this, but, as far as I can see, some 
of the “leaders” of these other factions will 
never do so. For myself, I do not like the idea 
of joining up with ‘leaders’ who openly boast 
that they are recruiting supporters of the 
‘Militant Tendency’. As far as I can see, if 
they want to link up with communists they 


Ought to join the Labour Party. 


J.E. TIMMS 
Ipswich, Suffolk 


SIR: With the formation of the Nationalist 
Alliance and an agreement by nationalists of 
different groups to work together, at last a ray 
of hope has come shining through, and this all 
bodes well for future nationalist unity. 
However, I would urge BNP leaders at 
both national and local level to hold steadfast 
to the principle that we do not want to go 
pandering to the various decadent youth cults, 
be they of skinheads, punks or other assorted 
anti-social elements. With the BNP giving the 
lead against these cults, let us march together 
with other nationalists toward a reunified 
movement. 
KEN USHER 


Liverpool 
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SOME THOUGHTS ON 
FREEDOM OF SPEECH 


(Contd. from page 14) 


seen which portray with accuracy and object- 
ivity the white nationalist point of view? And 
how many newspapers likewise? None 
whatever. The irony of this is that the BBC 
Charter enjoins on the Corporation the duty 
to give all views a fair hearing! But whenever 
the nationalist view is mentioned we can be 
sure that we will hear nothing but lies and 
distortions. In this country the broadcasting 
services and press — providing they do not 
slander or libel individuals — can get away 
with the most outrageous lies — just like 
Pravda, in fact. And the Press Council is quite 
useless, as we know from experience, when it 
comes to protecting the good name of nation- 
alist parties. In fact nationalists in Britain are 
treated no differently from dissidents in the 
Soviet Union — or very little differently at 
least; so far the prison sentences meted. out to 
our dissidents are not quite so heavy nor 
prison conditions quite so harsh. I am sure, 
however, that the race relations industry is 
working to remedy this discrepancy! 

It should be burned into the brains of every 
member of the British public that the 1976 
Race Relations Act, the act from which all 
subsequent race legislation is derived, is 
fundamentally an illegitimate one. It was 
passed by only a small proportion of members 
of parliament. Out of a House of 635, only 
132 voted for the bill to become law. And the 
number that voted against? A mere 8! What of 
the other 495 members? They, most of whom 
were Conservatives, skulked in cowardly 


abstention. And what makes this worse is that 
many of the Conservatives condemned the 
Act in the debate preceding the vote but did 
not have the moral courage to vote against it at 
the end. Speaking for this mass of yellow- 


bellied politicians, Willie Whitelaw said that 


they did not vote against the Act in case they 
might be **misunderstood””! So, to prevent 
these Tories being **misunderstood””, we 


were saddled with one of the foulest pieces of 
legislation ever to come from Westminster. 
What an utterly gutless party the modern 
Conservative Party is — a party fit only for 
derision and contempt. 

And what sort of respect can be given to an 


‘assembly which can act in such a fashion? 


Surely the time is ripe for consigning that 
assembly to the dustbin of history. 


BOOKS! BOOKS! BOOKS! 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon mankind into a global police state. 1972, 25pp. 
THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) £3.95. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashion that are threatening our future. 1980, 
246pp. 

THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 


45pp. 

THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 


RACE (J.R. Baker) £7.60. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and schol- 
arly account of what race means and how the concept has 
affected human thinking. A specialist book but one of 
great importance. 1974, 625pp. 


PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS — PROPA- 
GANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John Marks) 
£2.95. An important book on a major current educational 
scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren by pacifist 
and unilateralist ‘educationalists’. This topical and fact- 
ual study makes it plain that we are not simply confronted 
with odd teachers here and there abusing their positions 
` but a whole network of organisations and institutions, 
some publicly funded, co-ordinating their attack on 
. -young people’s minds. 1984, 63pp. 
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This is an up-to-date list of books stocked by our 
service. It excludes a number of works on the 
racial question which have (we hope temporarily) 
been withdrawn from circulation pending exam- 
ination and enquiries concerning their liability to 
be the subject of prosecutions under the 1986 
Public Order Act. The prices listed here do not 
include. postage, which should be assessed by 
calculating one-eighth the total value of each 


order. Money should be enclosed with orders and 


all cheques and postal orders should be made out 
to the BNP Book Service ONLY and not 
included in remittances sent for other items. 


THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- ' 


thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational expos- 
ure by anon-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 1982, 
904pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kittle Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission on 
Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the government 
-by members of subversive or criminal organisations for the 
purpose of furthering the interests of those organisations. 
1979, 24pp. 

A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 
a effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
vop: 


BNP Book Service 
P.O.Box 446- 
London SE23 2LS 


THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £8.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and — 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th , 
century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. 

F.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN 
(Hamilton Fish) £5.00. An exposure of President 
Roosevelt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 
1976, 255pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An- 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks and newspapers. ` 
1974, 48pp. 


THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little-known and long-supp- 
ressed facts. 1979, 580pp. ' 


ARCHITECTS OF CONSPIRACY (William P. 
Hoar) £15.00. One of the most serious and detailed 
accounts of financial manipulation ever published. From 
the time of the American Revolution to the present, we 
are given names, dates and facts. The material originally ' 
appeared in the journal American Opinion. 1984, 361pp. 
THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 
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- OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


B.N.P. STATEMENT OF POLICY 


An up-to-date resume of the main political objectives of _ 


the British National Party. 22p post-free from: PO Box 
446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. ELECTION MANIFESTO 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British Nat- 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 


Fed up with the party politicians? Reprint of a popular 
old Nationalist leaflet, brought up to date. Deals with 
British National Party policies on the main national 
issues. 


‘Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and ex-. 
„plains in simple terms how millions of British jobs are 


being destroyed by the international free trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 


Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on def- 


enceless people, giving examples of specific cases. Calls - 


for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


This is OUR country. Leaflet questioning people on 
their views about race riots and multi-racialism and tell- 
ing them that if they answer affirmatively their place is 


with the British National Party. Features vivid picture of . 


riot area in flames. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000 with postage costs at 
£2.23 for 1,000, £2.65 for 2,000 and £3.10 for 3,000. 
Orders with cash to PO Box 446, London SE2Z5 2ES. 


B.N.P. POSTERS 


Large posters (17.7in. x 25.2in) 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of 1981 riot photos, with BNP name 
and address and logo in red, white and blue. Limited 
quantities left in stock. Not being reprinted. 

Plain poster. Contains BNP name and address and logo 
in red, white and blue. Remaining space empty for slogan 
to be filled in that is appropriate to the occasion. Avail- 
able only to accredited BNP regional, branch or group 
Organisers. ) 
These large-size posters cost: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 
10p each; 20-49 at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Estim- 
ate postage at weight of 20g for | poster. 


Medium-sized posters (12.6in. x 17.7in.) 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of 1985 riot photos. 

Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 
CND are Moscow’s puppets. Don’t be fooled by them. 
Keep Britain’s bomb. Drawing of Soviet Army General 
manipulating nuclear disarmers on puppet strings. 
Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of typical mugging gang. 


These posters contain the BNP name and address and 


logo in red, white and blue and are priced: 1-9 at 12p . 


each; 10-19 at 10p each; 20-49 at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p 


= each. Postage should be estimated on the basis of one 


poster weighing 10g. 
Orders with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


NEW B.N.P. STICKERS. 


New stickers with sloagns:- 

Fight subversion: smash Communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster). 
Start repatriation! 


Make Britain strong! (same as poster). 


Ban imports! (same as poster). 
Stamp out muggers! (same as poster). 
Hang IRA. murderers! (same as poster). 


Keep Britain’s bomb! {same as poster). 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster Brit- 
ish! 


Love the white race: protect its future! 


‘Abortion is child-murder: make it illegal! 


Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 

Get Britain out of the Common Market! 

Stickers with BNP name and address and logo in red, 
white and blue. Price: £4 per 1,000 plus 98p p&p. Orders 
with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. RECORDINGS 

Rally ‘82: Speeches from the BNP natignal rally in Lon- 
don on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘*Unite and fight for Britain’s future!”” 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Voices of Nationalism: 

Side 1: Speeches from the Nationalist Unity rally in Lon- 
don on September Sth 1981. Hear John Tyndall, Kenneth 
McKilliam, Len Bearsford-Walker and others. 

Side 2: Talk by John Tyndall on the theme: ‘“The coming 
British Revolution”? 


Tyndall speaks I: Two studio talks:- - 

Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage”? 
(about the worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British 
stock). 

Side 2: Talk on theme of ‘‘Britain’s economic crisis”. 
Tyndall speaks II: Two studio talks:- 


Side 1: Talk on the theme of **The case for Nationalism”? . 


(the internationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on the theme of ‘‘Tragedy of the 20th Cen- 
tury (analysis of the Second World War). 

Tyndall speaks III: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on the theme of ‘‘Why we must repatriate”” 
Side 2: Talk on the theme of **Foundations of the national 
community’’ (Discourse on Racial Nationalism and its 
concepts of government and citizenship). 

Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 18p p&p. Orders 
with cash to: PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. BADGES 


British National Party badges available for £1.25 post- 
free from PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. SHIELD 


Attractively designed British National Party shield 
carved in wood and containing two crossed Union Jacks 
with the worlds **British National Party — for race and 
nation’’. Ideal for your mantlepiece or wali. Available at 
£15 post-free. Orders with cash to: Plymouth BNP, PO 
Box 75, Plymouth PLI 1SQ. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST SONG TAPE 


Containing 9 songs, including Boys of the Bulldog Breed, 
Britain is my Home, White Men Awake!, My Skin is White, 


_ Sons of Britain, Britain is a White Man's Land, Members of 


the BNP, Soldiers of the BNP and Dear Motherland. 
Available at £3.50 plus 70p p&p. Copies and lyrics sent 
with each order. Orders with cash to PO Box 75, 
Plymouth PL1 1SQ. 


B.N.P. TIES, SELF-ADHESIVE 
STICKERS, BEER MATS, BALL PENS 


Dark navy blue polyester necktie bearing BNP red, white 
and blue logo. Available at £4.50 post-free. 


BNP round stickers bearing party logo with name and 
address. 2'2in diameter: £4.60 per roll of 500 inc. p&p 
(collected £4 per roll); 2in diameter £4.25 per roll of 500 
(collected £3.85 per roll); 1'2in diameter: £3.25 per roll 
of 500 (collected £2.95 per roll). 


Oblong BNP stickers with party logo, name and address, 
with slogans:- (1) A new way forward for Britain; (2) 
Stop the riots — peace through repatriation; (3) 
Smash the IRA — keep Ulster British; (4) Release 
a a political prisoners; (5) Join us now! Make 
ritain a riot-free zone; (6) Our country — love it or 
lose it! £4.70 per roll of 500 inc. p&p. Rolls of 100 
stickers also available with different slogans — 
minimum order 500. 
BNP beer mats with party logo, name and address.. 
Slogan: British Nationalism is working for our people 
— let’s rebuild Britain now! Ideal recruitment aid for 
leaving in pubs or for nationalist socials. Samples for £1 
or packs for £3/£5/£10 inc. p&p. 


BNP ball pens. Brown/gold retractable ball pen with clip: 


3 for £1 inc. p&p. White/blue ball pen 6 for £1 inc. p&p. 
Both types of pen stamped with party name. 

Stick pen with clip; publicity pencil; publicity pencil with 
rubber; teric ball pen; super retractable pen. One of each 
type for £1 inc. p&p. All stamped with party name. 
BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for 26p in stamps. 
10 cards for £1.50 inc. p&p. 


A4-size holocaust leaflet/poster. 100 for £3.40. Grim 
Statistics about the forgotten victims of the real 20th 
century Soviet holocaust. Good for distribution to 
opinion-formers. 


Orders with cash to Norwich BNP, PO Box 107, Norwicn 
NR2 2SR. 


B.N.P. PENS AND DIARIES 
Pens bearing the slogan ‘‘British National Party — for 
race and nation’’. Sample for 22p post-free.. 


Orders with cash to Liverpool BNP, PO Box 72, Liverpoo. 
L69 8AJ. 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription £5 per year. Obtainable 
from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. 


THE THUNDERBOLT 


Hard hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1 from::PO Box 1211, 


Marietta, Ga. 30061, U.S.A. 
B.N.P. KEY RINGS 


Key rings with attachment containing BNP party logo in 
red, white and blue. £1.75 inc. p&p from: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS. 


a nn ae en me See A ae ee 


POPULAR ITEMS 


Prices on this page 


BNP Recordings 


- TYNDALL SPEAKS II 


BNP Recordings 
RALLY ‘82 


SIDE 1 

Speeches by Charles Parker 
and Ray Hill 

SIDE 2 

Speech hy John Tyndall 


Support Ulster 
Smash terrorism 


NANG I.R.A. 
MURDERERS! 
() 


POBox 446, London SE23 2LS 
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THIS YEAR the Summer season in the 
British National Party is being devoted to a 
‘back to the drawing board’ programme of 
refresher courses on basic local activity tasks. 
For this reason, maior national party activities 
have been suspended for a few months, and 
will resume again in October, some of these 
being organised in conjuction with the 
National Front under the new agreement by 
which the two parties work in alliance. 
Over the past weeks a thorough investigat- 
ion has been carried out in which party 
headquarters has examined the working 
proficiency of the party’s local branches and 
groups. This investigation has revealed that a 
number of these local units are not in good 
working order, in some cases due to private 


MANDELA CASE 


Help still needed 


RICHARD EDMONDS, who led 
the team that carried out the 
assault on the Nelson Mandela 
statue in London last year, still 
faces a legal expense bill in 
connection with the case 
amounting to £350. 

As we reported earlier, Mr. 
Edmonds and his associates 
were caught by the police and 
charged with malicious damage. 
Their eventual fines and court 
costs were not excessive but Mr. 
Edmonds himself incurred a bill 
for legal representation amount- 
ing to around £700. 


RICHARD 
EDMONDS 
Landed with 


About half of this sum has been 
refunded to Mr. Edmonds in the 


form of donations from 
wellwishers, a partcularly 
generous contribution coming 
from Greenwich Branch of the 
British National Party. However, 
the other half is still to Mr. 
Edmonds’ debit. Although he is 
not pressing others to help him, 
we feel that he should be given 
help, and we are therefore 
appealing to readers to send 
donations to meet the remainder 
of this bill. 

Cheques or POs should be 
made out to Richard Edmonds 
and sent to: PO Box 446, London 
3E232L5. 
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circumstances affecting key personnel and 
their ability to give the desired time to party 
work, and in some other circumstances due to 
a simple neglect of the basic essentials of 
branch organisation and activity. 

Many local units, for instance, are making 
very inadequate efforts to sell the party 
newspaper British Nationalist, which, when 
promoted properly, is in fact the party’s best 
material for recruitment. In other cases, there 
has been inadequate use of the party’s 
selection of leaflets and other free-issue 
promotional material. Some of these 
shortcomings have been due to money being 
conserved for us in the general election, but 
now that the election has come and gone and 
the party has decided not to fight any seats in 
it, branch funds should be well capable of 
Supporting the purchase of large stocks of 
party literature. It is essential that this is done. 

In May an activists’ conference and 
seminar was held in Leeds for North of 


‘England party members. Last month it was 


intended to hold a similar event in 
Birmingham for Midlands activists, but this 
misfired through a breakdown in liaison 
between headquarters and the local region, 
which resulted in insufficient measures being 
taken to circularise members concerning the 
event. A very small meeting was held on the 
4th of July, and it was there and then resolved 
to hold a further such meeting in later 
September, which would be well advertised 
to all Midlands activists. 

Another activists’ conference and seminar 
is being held in London on August Ist for 
London and south eastern activists, and the 
following Saturday, August 8th, a similar 
event for Scottish activists will be held in 
Glasgow. 

Through this internal shake-up, it is 
intended to make great strides in increasing 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 27p (covering p&p). Subs- 
cription for 12 issues is £3.45 (British Isles) or 
£4.00 (overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


10 copies 

25 copies 

50 copies 
100 copies 
150 copies 
200 copies 
300 copies 

- 400 copies 
500 copies 
1,000 copies 


£1.20 plus 37p post 
£2.70 plus £1.00 post 
£4.80 plus £1.90 post 
£8.40 plus £2.35 post 
£12.00 plus £2.55 post 
£15.00 plus £2.75 post 
£21.00 plus £2.95 post 
£26.00 plus £3.25 post. 
£32.00 ) Bulk rates 
£62.00 ) by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. Please keep 
orders and enquiries concerning British Nat- 
ionalist totally separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion and 
delay. | 


Back to the drawing board 


the functional efficiency of the party”s local 
units everywhere and to step up the rate of 
local activity. 

At these functions it is also hoped that it 
will be possible for the national leadership, 
which will in each case have representatives 
present, to spot out and cultivate potential 
new local leaders, who will be given fresh 
encouragement to expand their activities. 

When the Autumn season comes, the party 
should, through this training programme, be 
much better prepared to make a good showing 
in the important events that are planned for 
that time of the year. 

In the meantime, all local units are 
reminded of the importance of increasing 
their purchase and distribution of the party”s 
promotional material, which is regularly 
advertised on page 17 of each issue of our 
magazine. Some of you — though by no 
means all of you — have been getting a little 
slack on this front in the past few months. 
Now is the time to get up — and get working! 


‘IN THIS MAGAZINE there occur from time 
to time articles and reports which reflect 
-unfavourably on some sections of the 
racial minorities in Britain, such as facts 
about crime, rioting, etc. These facts, and 
any opinions that are expressed in 
connection with them, are intended to 
persuade our readers of the failure of 
multi-racialism, not to encourage anyone 
to express hatred against members of 
racial minority groups. We oppose this 
hatred because it is entirely counter- 
productive and diverts attention from the 
real issue, which is that native British 
Whites and coloured immigrants should 
be SEPARATED — in the interests of both. 
There are a number of members of racial 

. -minorities who agree with us in this view, 
and we welcome their co-operation in 
achieving our common goal, which is 
peaceful and humane repatriation or 
resettlement of racial minorities in 
countries overseas. 

We are fully aware, when we make refer- 
ence to anti-social behaviour by racial 
minority. members, that there is much 
anti-social behaviour also by native 
Whites, for instance football hooliganism, 
which is a mainly white phenomenon. 
When this anti-social behaviour by Whites 
occurs, we condemn it as much as we 
condemn similar behaviour by coloureds. 
Just as we feel it legitimate, however, to 
point out that football hooliganism is a 
form of behaviour for which Whites are 
mainly responsible, so we also maintain it 
to be legitimate, when racial minorities are 
implicated in certain forms of anti-social 
or criminal behaviour out of proportion to 
their numbers, to report this frankly and to 
discuss its implications for Britain’s 
future. 

in conclusion, we urge all those-who 
feel angered by the results of the multi- 
racial experiment not to vent their anger 

upon innocent members of racial 
minorities, but to join with us in taking 
lawful political action to oppose the polit- 
icians who have created the problem. 


THE NATIONALIST ALLIANCE 


SINCE THE ANNOUNCEMENT of the 
formation of the Nationalist Alliance last 
month certain developments have occurred 
which require clarification and comment. In 
the first place, we have been asked by a 
spokesman for the National Front to avoid 
references to that side of the alliance as the 
‘National Front Support Group’. Apparently, 
this affix has been dropped and the organis- 
ation now calls itself simply ‘National Front’. 
We attached the words ‘Support Group’ in 
good faith, understanding these words to be in 
official use by decision of those who set up 
the group and with the intention of distin- 
guishing between their faction and the other 
‘National Front’ from which they became 
divided last year. We will accede to this 
request, though some confusion may be 
caused by our so doing. 

We have also been asked to state that Mr. 
Stanley Clayton-Garnett of the BNP and Mr. 
Joe Pearce of the NF are joint chairmen of 
the Liaison Committee set up to co-ordinate 
the alliance, and not Mr. Clayton-Garnett the 
Chairman and Mr. Pearce the deputy 
chairman, as announced last month. This 
announcement was made in accordance with 
Our understanding of the agreement as 
Originally proposed in discussions between 
Mr. Clayton-Garnett and Mr. Andrew Brons 
of the NF. However, we are quite happy to 
abide by this alternative format if it is the wish 


TORYISM BARES ITS SOUL 
(Contd. from page 13) 


more than a little sinister in all this? Is it the 
ultimate idea that there will only be just half a 
dozen publishing firms in the whole world? If 
so, who will control them? And in the service 
of what interests and goals will they be 
directed? Forgive me if I see Nineteen Eighty- 
Four written on the wall and the spectre of Big 
Brother hovering over us deciding what is fit 
for us to read. A fanciful supposition? Mr. 
Johnson would say so, assuring us, as he does 
at the end of his hymn of praise to internat- 


of our partners in the alliance. 

One or two readers seem to have misunder- 
stood the nature of our announcement last 
month concerning the alliance between the 
two organisations. We cannot see how this 
could have happened but it nevertheless has. 
For the information of these readers, we wish 
to make it clear that the alliance does not 
amount to a merger between the two bodies, 
only an agreement to work together in certain 
areas of common interest. This does not rule 
out the possibility that a merger may occur in 
the future, but before that is possible agree- 
ment would have to be worked out on certain 
essential matters concerning the terms of such 
a merger, and that agreement has not yet been 
reached. It is naturally hoped that the closer 
contact between the two organisations, at 
both leadership and ordinary membership 
level, that the alliance will promote will lead 
in time to the kind of mutual understanding 
necessary for agreement on these terms of 
unity to be reached. 

We must finally comment on an editorial 
article following the formation of the alliance 
that appeared in the NF newspaper The Flag, 
which was, by implication, highly derogatory 
to the BNP and certain representatives 
thereof. We have been assured by those with 
whom the agreement to the alliance was 
reached that they had no knowledge of the 
content of this article and that they dissociate 


ional publishing, that there will still very 


likely be room for the small specialist firm 
catering for the connoisseur’s market. Maybe 
there will and maybe there will not — it 
would all seem to depend on whether the 
ruling giants, who have no homeland, no 
nationality, no race and no loyalty other than 
to their bank balances, decide that such indep- 
endents are ‘dangerous’ or not. Probably, 
however, the very fact that these same giants 
control the newspapers and broadcasting 
networks by means of which all books get 
their reviews will suffice to ensure that the 
minnows will always be kept safely under the 
thumb! 


Latest report 


themselves from it — the article reflecting the 
opinion only of the newspaper’s editor. We 
accept this assurance and trust that measures 
will be taken to avoid a repetition of this 
unfortunate piece of journalism in the future. 
Our own supporters must understand that, 
while there are people on the NF side 
genuinely and sincerely working to bring our 
two organisations closer together, there also 
some others who wish to keep us apart and in 
a perpetual condition of mutual antagonism. 
We should not over-react to the infantile 
gestures made by the latter, for that would be 
to play straight into their hands. 


Contact your local 
party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organ- 

ised into active units extending over most of the 

areas of the United Kingdom. Below we give a 
_ list of the local addresses of the main units:- 


NORTH LONDON 


PO Box 462, Greenwood Road, Hackney, 
London E8 4HH 


WEST LONDON 
PO Box 33, Greenford, Middx. UB6 8DS 


SOUTH LONDON 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 


NORTH ESSEX 
PO Box 703, Colchester CO7 9SP 


NORFOLK 
A9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


EAST ANGLIA (SOUTH) 

2 Albert Road, Framlingham, Suffolk 

EAST MIDLANDS 

PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
BIRMINGHAM 

.PO Box 771, Great Barr, Birmingham B44 9LZ 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 320, Tunstall, Stoke 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


MANCHESTER 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 5EP 


YORKSHIRE 
PO Box 10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


SCOTLAND 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


The BNP also has units in West Kent, Basing- 
stoke (Hants), Gloucestershire, Hertfordshire, 
Bedford, Cambridge, Brierley Hill (W. Mid- 
lands), Coventry, Burton-on-Trent, Bolton & 
Bury, Warrington, Bradford, Halifax, Sheffield, 
Doncaster, Wakefield, Hull and Sunderland. If 
you want to make contact with any of these units, 
or start a new unit, please write to Party Head 
Office at PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 
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THE ENEMY WITHIN 
(Contd. from page 9) 


LEST WE FORGET 


As social conditions in Britain and other 
Christian countries seem to be reaching an all- 
time low, the peoples of those countries 
should be reminded that the most influential 
instruments used by an enemy within a 
country were employed in Germany after 
World War I. Here a country was laid low by 
the twin evils of a rotting ‘democratic’ 
political system and a largely alien-controlled 
mass media. Germany came near to total 
collapse before being rescued by means of the 
national revolution led by Hitler, which 
triumphed in 1933. 

Hitler’s movement, and that of Mussolini 
in Italy, were the two best known nationalist 
movements in Europe in this century. The 
library books and school textbooks with 
which we are familiar today are full of stories 
about the alleged ‘evils’ of these two move- 
ments, while we scarcely ever are allowed to 
read books or articles which explain their true 
nature and purpose. 

One vital feature that the two movements, 
and the regimes to which they gave rise, had 
in common was their opposition to inter- 
national finance. 

The principal factor in the economic 
success of Mussolini’s Fascist Government in 
Italy was that the national economy was made 
to serve the italian people — and all of the 
people. Trade unions were encouraged to 
protect their workers, who elected their 
representatives to their guilds — to which the 
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FUTURE 


various industries also sent their represent- 


atives. The government controlled these- 


guilds, which we responsible for sorting out 
any problems which required attention. The 
most important rule was that on no acccount 
could anything be done which could affect the 
output of these industries. Industrial warfare 
as a means of resolving industrial disputes 
was totally outlawed. In its place was instit- 
uted industrial co-operation. 

The system protected the worker from 
possible exploitation; the industrialists 
enjoyed a forum for their protection. But the 
great success of the system lay in the fact that 
the economy was made the servant of the 
nation — as distinct from life in the ‘democ- 
racies’, where the people are the virtual slaves 
of their economic lords, who in turn are 
controlled internationally. Here we are 
reminded of two warnings from authoritative 
sources:- 

“Democracy could have been planned as a stage 


from monarchical nationalism to finance inter- _ 


nationalism:”” | 
The Duke of Northumberland (1931) 


And General J.F.C. Fuller, a highly 
respected military historian, said in his book 
The Conduct of War:- 


“The only reason for destroying nationalism 
was, and continues to be, finance international- 
ism.” 


These facts and statements are recorded 


here, not as a suggestion that everything done: 


in Germany or Italy under these former 
regimes must necessarily be regarded as a 
model for us today, but only to advise people 
that some of the enemies of these states are 
also our enemies and that we can learn 
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MUSSOLINI 
He made the economy serve the people 


constructively from their experiments. Above 
all, it must be understood that the wave of 
hatred, leading eventually to war, that was 
engendered in this country against Hitler and 
Mussolini was due, not to the fact that they 
menaced any true British interest, but because 
they challenged the international financial 
system and its machinery for controlling 
nations by use of its fifth column within, 
taking advantage of the weakness of the 
‘democratic’ party system to divide and 
conquer. At our peril will we ignore this 
historical lesson. | 


FRUITS OF MULTI-RACIALISM 
Nations can be torn apart within 


.... 
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